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THE PREFACE. 
of all diſputes of that nature, in a butle teme. For -' 
Cn for us to de- 
termine , what we are to beheve , how mcomteivable forver 
the manner of ſome things may appear tows. _ 
The main which the of the Reaſonable- . 
neſs of Chriſtianity , &c. ſeems to have had, 1s to 
down ſuch a Scheme of Faith only,as he finds delivered in ſcrip- 
ture, and not to reſt ſatisfied with thoſe Colletzons of Arti- 
cles, which are to be met with in the Common Syſtems, with- 
out any ſufficient warrant from ſcripture. And to this End 
be has run throwh the Goſpels and AQts to diſcover upon 
mhat Terms. our Bleſſed Savinur, who firſt founded, and his 
Apoſtles, who afterwards built up (ryan, admitted men 
znto that Religion. And having declared at large all that 
he can find requrred by them to make a man a Chriſtian, 
which he tells us was only the Believing Jeſus to be the 
Meſhiah ; he concludes that nothing ouzht to be made neceſ- 
fary to be believed now, which was not ſo then ; nor any Arti-. 
cles impoſed upon us, which are not injoyned mm order 
to ſalvation in thoſe parts of ſeripture which he has conſ- 
dered : which alone, according to him, declare the Conditions, 
upon which men are denominated believers or Chriſtians. 
Thu way of examining our Faith by the. ſcripture, had 
been an unexceptionable Method for fixing the meafure of 18, ' 
if he had omitted no Articles which are there made . as ne- 
ceſſary to be believed by all Chriſttans as what us obſerved 
in Hu Treatiſe. For that there are others required even to 
make a man a Chriftian in theſe parts of ſacred Writ, from - 
whence he has extrafted his Article of Faith., iu what T- 


propoſe to make appear 1u the foll Obſervations. * At -: 
alſo to ſbew that there are ſome aiſt1 2 Articles from what... | 
are ſet down in the Goſpels Ads, delivered in the 
Epiſtles, that are abſolutely necefſary to be belzeved to fatva- © | | 

| t40n ; 


7 THE PREFACE. 
* tion; in anſwer to that aſſertion of our Author , That it 
7 1s not:inthe Epiſtles that we are to learn what are the 
2 Fundamewtal: Articles of Faith, w:th ſome others of the 
 bke nature. Which us the Reaſon that 1 grove the Title of a 
| Vindication of the Epiſtles tothe former part of theſe Paper. 
in the next place 1 have conſider d the Reaſons our Author 
': has aſſigned for Chriſt s coming mto the World, And how 
! neceſſary tt was to /examme both theſe tn order to a more ex- 
att conſideration of that one Article this Author has ſo much 
/ © awnſtedon, the Reader will eaſily apprehend. 
; : He tells us im his Vindication, that he defenca the p.6. 
; + Reaſonableneſs of Chriſtianity , &c. chtefly for thoſe who 
| werenot yet thronghly and firmly Chriſtians. 7 ſhall 
t _., not diſpute the ſmcerity of his Intention, though 1 find no ſuch 
) = Intimation inthe Treatiſe 1t ſelf. Yet a well-meaning Au- 
> _Þ thor, who has appeared very warmly in defence of 1t , believes Mr. Bold. 
 thattobe his only deſign, though he tells us he had confidered 
, wt with verygreat care and Application, | 
3 This Author alſo 1s of opinion that there ts nothing more 
' required to make a Man a Chriſtian, then the belzeving Je- 
'* ſus to be the Metlias. But had he given himſelf a little more 
* lerſure to conſider into what faith he himſelf was baptized , 
. or. mto what he baptizes others ; he muſt have acknowledged, 
* that the Explicttely believing im Father and Holy Ghoft 
': 25 as much required of every one initiated into Chriſtianty, 
as bekeeving Jelus to be the Meſſias. For the Faith in the 
- Holy Trinity has always been required in order to Bap- 
tim, Indeed at the firſt, men might be denommated Criſt 
' ans, 'uþon the bare believing Jeſus to be the Meſlias ; yet 
when there was more revealed concerning Fiim , and conſe- 
quently @ larger faith required, they could no more have con- 
tinned Chriſtians, if they had not believed this alſo, than of 
' | they had ſtill been altogether unbehevers, | 
Mn - T hall 
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y | this pount., 
that Chriſt and his Apoltles er oeones. her any Ar- 


ticle as necefiarily to be believed , to: make a dan a 5 


Chriſtian, but chis, thac Jeſs i the Chrit or Meta 4 
I think it may wit juſtice one * 
beft books thathas co liſhed fort leaſt this -= | 


teen hundred years, fuppoſe he will hardly 
Mr Hobbs wret —= ſpace, who mamtamed t 


Aſeertion, as I have obſerved\ 1m the following 6; 


—cks mes þ 1 am afraid with a fer worſe tutention, 
than the . Autbor of the Realonableneſs of Chriſtianity 
&c. Se. ms ohov bad mm that Treatiſe. 1 need refleft no far- 
A _—_ thing propounded by this Author, not only be- 
cauſe his Papers came abroad after the following _—_ 
were drawn up, but becauſe there does not ſeem 20 be 
thang materzal , which was nat before obſerved m w 
Realonableneſs of { Chriftianity &c. or the _ Vind:- 
—_—_— noths he follows that will be 
1 ere 2s 7n t Papers that 
tet for G, ae fam fire the war me dhe 
For 1 think, an Adverſary ought to be treated with | 


reſpa, how wede ſoever his Makes may be from Truth, A. ( 


We Which 1 muſt confeſs 1 cannot bat believe | 
+ the Author of the Reaſonablenelſs of Chriſtianity &c. 


And though 1 cannot jeyn: m tus apumon, yet Hebink, wy fol 


' abliged to have fomarh chare wines :, cher bv. mani 
not maintaen. what:.he ws was an Error. Whe- | 
ther T have ſaid enough to anc ey he has been an a mi | 


fake, I cannot promiſe. For 1 may fancy that a demonſtra- |; 
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THE PREFACE. 
—— _— Thave endeavoured 
to repreſent utmoſt juſtice and ty, 
dt hee: any where miſtaken tt, 0 erg 
both againſt my Intention and Knowledge. 

And now 1 have only thus much to afture my Adverſary 
of ; that 1 have not made azy Obſervations upon his Book, 
ejuaice to any ſet Ao 

ons. For [heave no other Intereſt to ſerve than that of Truth : 
nor have I any Byaſs to zneline me beſides my own Impartial 
Enquiries, And if they have miſgaded me , I ſhall be very 
ready to ſubmit to better Information. 
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x with the Socin;an,. or any other Hypotheſis, or enquire 
$ to what Set or Party the Author ſcems moſt inclined, 


Of The 


Epiſtles, XC. 


Hatſoever Deſign the Author of The 
Reaſonablenef of Chriſtianity might 
propoſe in Publiſhing that Treatiſe, 
whether it was for the Benefit of 
thoſe, who were not throwughtly and 

firmly Chriſtians, or to be a General Rule of Faith to 


* all forts of Men, it does not ſeem to give ſuch ſa- 
2% risfaftion. to an Inquiſitive Mind, as might prevenc 
X all Exceptions againlit it, in relation to either of thoſe 
2 Ends. Not only becauſe it introduces a new Scheme 
2 of Belief in oppoſition to the anciently received Do- 


7 Qtrine of the Church, but becauſe ir does not anſwer 
' the full Senſe and Intent of Revelation, which is the 
.. only Reaſon and Meaſure of our Faith. 

Z T1 ſhall not make it my Buſineſs to compare it 


but 


A Vindication of 


but ſhall oaly ſo far conſider his Opinions, as they ſeem 
to me to be inconſiitent with Truth. _ HY 
For I canaor think my ſelf obliged to fix any Man 
to a Party, which He will not own himſelf to be of, 
though ſome of his Opinions ſhould chance to have a 


 Tendency towards it. For that is ſo unfair, as well as 


an undecent Method of managing a Diſpute, that 1n- 
ſtead of Nifling the old, it may ſerve only ro provoke 
freſh Oppoſition; and inflame, where perhaps milder 
Reaſons might convince. And belides, ſince every one 


, that publiſhes bis Thoughts with no other Deſign, than 


for the Benefit of others, or to the End he may be better 
intormed if he be in the wrong, has a right to be treat- 
ed with equal Charity, of Humanity at leaſt by others, 
it can certainly be.no Prejudice even to the right ſide, 
toallow him a Civility, which he has ſo juſt a claim to. 
And therefore I ſhall thiak my ſelf concerned to ex- 
amine the Reg/onableneſs of Chriſtianity with ſuch an 
impartial Temper, as it may juſtly challenge. And to 
be the more diltinQ and methodical in my Examinati- 
on, I ſhall conſider the chief Parts of it, which are theſe, 

Firft, To ſhew the Reaſen of Chrift's coming into 
the World. Which the Author tells us, was to reſtore 
Mankind to that State, which was forfeited by the Sin 


&c. of our Firſt Parents. But as he makes Adem's Puniſh- 
ment to conlilt only in a Temporal Death, or « total 


ceaſing to be ; {o does he confine the End and Delign of 
our Saviour's coming into the World, to the freeing us 
from ſuch a Death only, and reſtoring us to that Im- 
mortality, which our Firff Parents loſt. Which over- 
throws the Notion of our Saviour's redeeming us from 
an Eternity of Torments,and makes the effeCt of Origi- 
nal Guilt no more than becoming ſubject to Death ; and 


{o - 


” 
) 
; 
4; 
i 
* 


| Cl 
at 


| 
| 
| 
{ 
r 
/ 
t 
a 
| 


h, 


the E PISTLES, @9c. 


ſo deſtroys 'in a great meaſure the Do&trine of Chri/”s 

SatisfaFion. But how agreeable this will prove to the 

 Tefour of Scripture, I ſhall enquire more hereaſter. 

of The Second Principal Part of it is, to ſhew what TIT. 
Faith is required to make a Mana Chriſtian. And that 
he aſſerts to be only the Belief of this one Propo- 
ſition, That Jeſus is the Meſſiah, or (which he thinks P: 393" 
ſignifies the ſame) #he Son of God. He does not deny 3? ha 
other Do&crines to be true, but maintains that this alone 
is abſolutely neceſſary to be believed. Indeed we all ac- 
knowledge this as the Fundamental Article of our 

: Faith, as Chriſtians, that Jeſus is the Meffias, the Pro- 

/ phet that was to come into the world. But here the diffe- 

” - rence lies between us; Whether there is not ſome- 

'> | thing more required, as neceſſary to be Believed : As 

 _ that this Meſiah was God, as well as Man, and that 

» through the Merits of his Satisfa&tion, he redeemed 

-: us from Eternal Miſery,&c. For the Deciſion of which 

; wecan only appeal to Scripture. - 

I 3 The Third and Laſt Part of it, which IT ſhall have III 


* occaſion to take Notice of, is this: That whatſocver 

0 ' is neceſſary to be believed to Salvation, is contain'd 

© 2} inthe HolyGoſpels, and 4s of the Apoſtles : And that, ,,, 

n 4 *h tp F 
+ the Epiſtles, which were only occaſional Writings 2g, &c. 


-- and DireCtions to particular Churches, were not de- 

c * ſign'd to deliver ſuch Fundamental Articles as mult 
ot  } neceſſarily be Believed explicitely by all Chriſtians. 
Us " And therefore an aQtual Belief of any of the Do&rines 
therein mentioned is not abſolutely required to make 
-I- , a Man a Member of the Chriſtian Church : Foy, he 
: thinks, a Man may be a Chriſtian, and « Believer, without Vindie. | 
Bl” | aitnally believing them ; becauſe thoſe whom our Saviour and Þ: 3" 
* his Apoſtles,by their Preaching and Diſcourſes,comverted ” 
q B 2 the 


hes 


A Vindication of © 

"the Faith, were: made Chriſtians and' Believers, barely = 
the receiving what they Preached unto them, long betore 
any of the Epiſtles were written : Upon this Suppo- 
ſition the other two Parts of his Treatiſe are built ; and 
therefore it ſhall be my Buſineſs in the firſt place, to 
prove that there are.DoQtrines in the Epiſtles, diſtin&t 
trom- thoſe delivered in Goſpels, or At#s, which are as 
abſolutely neceſſary to be Believed, and to be made 
Fundamental Articles of Faith, as any other Parts of 
Revelation. 

It may indeed ſeem an unneceſſary Labour to Vindi- 
cate thoſe Sacred Writings, which have almoſt all of 
them been received, from the very firſt Ages of Chri- 
ſtitanity, with as equal degrees of Aſlent, as all other 
Parts of Scripture, and ſome of the DoCtrines there ſet 
down,confeſt to be altogether as neceſſary to be aQtually 
Believed unto Salvation, as any whatſoever. For what 
ſhould the reaſon of all this be, if the Epi/tles were not 
real and eſſential Parts of the Rule of Saving Faith * 
Was the Church then Impoſed upon, or did it of it 
| 1elf enjoin the Belief of affy DoCtrine as neceſſary to 
Salvation,when it had no expreſs Commiſſion fromGod 
ior it? For one of theſe we muſt grant, if the Epifles 
were not defigncd to deliver Fundamentals to be atu- 
ally Believed by all Chriſtians. | 

Now if ſeveral of the DoQtrines contain'd in thoſe 
Parts of Revelation have all along down from the 
Apoſtles time been reputed neceflary to be Believed to 
Salvation, then certainly they ought notto be denied 
to be abſolutely ſubſervient to that End, without the 
Proof of one, or all of theſe things. 


Eir/t, That the Authors were not Divinely Infpi- A 
red : But this is already granted us by our mr, 2 
tnat F 
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that they were Holy Writers inſpired from above, who Þ- 297. 


writ nothing but Truth. But what ſort of Truth hc 
here means, ſhall hereafter be enquired into. 

Or Secoxdly, That the Apoſtles had no Authority, 
or Commiſlion to deliver any thing for a neculfary 
. Article of Faith. But there can be no pretence for ſucl 
an Aſſertion, ſince it is granted by our Author, that 
their DoCtrine, as delivered in the 4&s, does require 
our aQtual Belief. Since then what they taught in their 
Preaching was of ſo great Authority, why ſhould not 
their Writings be of the ſame Conſequence, eſpecially 
fince they are allowed by our Author to be of Divine 
Inſpiration ? 

If then the want of ſufficient Commiſſion docs not 
{ſeem to be an Argument againlt the Dudrines con- 
tain'd in the Epiſtles, it mult be made appear in 
the Third Place, before they ſhould be rejected, that 
none of the DoQriues were writ with any delign, that 
all Chriſtians ſhould be neceſſarily required to believe 
them to Salvation. But how can this be proved? Are 
there any ſuch hints in the Epiſtles themſelves, or have 
we any toot-(teps of a Tradition that informs us, tha: 
the Apoſtles left them to. be receyved with fuch an 
Indifterence ? For if neither of theſe can be ſhewn, 
or if the contrary is evident, Namely, that the Apoliles 
did not ſubmit their Doarines to Mens choice, whe- 
ther they would Believe them or not, without hazard- 
ing their Salvation; and if it appear from the deiign 
of the Epiſiles, and from many places of them, 


which I ſhall hereafter mention, that they did enjoin 


the explicite Belicf of ſeveral of their Dofrines, with- 
out which Men could not be ſaved, rhen we have (till 
the more reaſon to be confirmed in acknowledging 
them for Fundamentals of our Faith, Fourthly, 


P: 29”. 
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Fourthly, Then there muſt be ſome Contradiion 
in the Epiſtles to the other parts of Scripture,” that can 
prevent their DoQrines from being as neceſſary 'to 
be Believed, as any other the moſt 1mportant parts of 
Revelation. But as this can never be made appear, ſo 
ic is not poſlible to _— that the Epiffles ſhould con- 
tain Contradiftions, it we allow what our Author has 
granted, that they were Divinely inſpired. 

Then Fifthly and Leftly, The oats Plea remaining 
whythe DoQtrines delivered in the Epiſtles are not to be 
received with the ſame degrees of Afﬀent, with thoſe 
in the Goſpels and As, or that particular Article fo 
much inſiſted upon in the Reaſonablenefi of Chriſtianity, 
mult be, becauſe they are none of them of equal ne- 
cellity to be known to make a Man a Chriſtian. But 
how does this appear ? Are there no great and funda- 
mental Truths inſerted in the Epiſtles, as well as in 
the Goſpels? But it is urged, That they are promiſ- 
cuouſly ſet down, and have no ſuch Mark of DiſtinCti- 
on, as his Article is found to have in the Goſpels and 
As. But this ObjeQion ſeems too precarious. For I 
queſtion not but I ſhall make it appear, that there are 
Doarines in the Epiſtles, that are as much diſtinguiſh- 
cd by the great importance which they are declared to 
be of; and by the neceſfity that is laid upon all Chri- 
ſtians of aQually — them, by the Inſpired 


Writers, as any other univerſally acknowledg'd Article 
of our Faith. Indeed they are mixt with other things, 
which are not of ſuch immediate concern to us ; but fo 
are the DoQrines contain'd in the Goſpels. And there- 
fore if this is a Prejudice to one, 1t muſt be ſo equally 
to the other. | 


Indeed 


C2 his F Ww v7 


4 lolutely neceſſary, which were never by the Apoltles 


the EPISTLES, ec. 
Indecd .this feems objeQed, That though the A- 


poſtles were Divinely Inſpired in their ary MWri- 


7ztngs, and although chey had a Divine Commillion to 
teach what was neceſſary to Salvation, yet their Com- 
miſſion did not extend to the making any other Article 
neceſſary to Salvation, than what our Saviour had 
already declared to be ſufficient for it. And this is ma- 
nifelt from the whole Tenour of the Eprfttes, where 
there are no DoQrines propoſed to,be Believed upon 
the ablolute Promiſe ot Salvation, and nothing de- 
clar'd to be ſo much a Fundamental, diſtin trom 
what is deliver'd in the Goſpels, or A&s, as that 
we cannot be ſaved without an explicite Belief of ir. 
Since therefore the Apoltles have not laid ſuch (treſs 
upon any DoQrines in their Epiſtles, we ought not to 
do it. And therefore of what ule ſoever the Epiſtles 
may be to us otherwiſe, for the reſolving Doubts, and 
reforming Miſtakes, which are of great Advantage to 


our Knowledge and PraQtice ; as allo for the expound- P- 295- 
iog,clearing and confirming the Chriſtian Dottrine,and 297: 


eſtabliſhing thoſe in it, who had embraced it, yet there 
can be no diſtin&t Truths contain'd in them of ſo great 
Conſequence, in order to Salvation, as there are in the 
Goſpels and As, where all that is neceſſary to be Be- 
lieved, to make a Man a Chriſtian, is declared to be 
ſufficient to that End ; and Eternal Life propoſed 
upon ſuch a Faith, and Eternal Damnation denounced 
upon a Disbelief ; which are not annex'd to any of 
the DoCtrines in the Epifti les. And therefore we mult 
be very unwary Chriſtians, to lay a greater force upon. 


any Do&trines, than the Apoſtles have done, or make 


any Terms of Salvation, or Church-Communion ab- 


fo declared. For 
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For an Anſwer ito this, it will be material; to: .Ex- 
amine, frſt,, whether: nothing is abſolutely neceſſary 
to be Believed to Salvation, but what is declared to be 
ſo, or whether any DoQtrine, upon which Salvation 
1s propoſed, is lingly of it ſelf ſufficient for it. And this 
{cems to be a Query of no {mall importance: ... For if 
this is made the only Rule whereby to judge of Funda- 
mentals, viz. A DoQrine's being expreſly declared, to 
be neceſſary - to be aCtually Believed to Salvation, we 
ſhould, I fear, by this means raiſe feveral Exceptions 
againſt a great part of Religion. For if this muſt 
univerſally hold in matters. of Faith, it mult alſo in 
thoſe of Prattice, molt of which would unavoidably 
loſe their Force and Obligation, if the Obſervance of 
no other Duties was required of us, but ſuch alone as 
the Scripture had declared to be abſolutely neceſſary to 
Salvation. In like manner, if in matters of Faith, 
nothing is to be required for a Fundamental, but 
what is ſo propoſed, and to which Salvation is expreſly 
annexed and promiſed, it would very probably make 
way tor a very unintelligible Faith, in which Chriſtians 
could not poſſibly agree. For if nothing more is to 
be Bclicved as necelſary to Salvation, than what is 
{» propoſed, then it will follow, that no more than the 
bare Propoſition, which is declared to be of that great 
Impoitance, is to be afſentcd to. As ſuppoſe in that 
Propoſition, which I ſhall hereafter have more occaſion 
to conſider, He that believeth that Jeſus is the Meſſiah, 
hath eternal Life ; it What is there required to be be- 
lieved, is (ingly of it ſelf ſufficient to Salvation, then it 
muſt be (ſo, as it is there propoſed, without any farther 
Explication of it; becauſe there is no Explication pro- 
polcd to be believed upon the like Promiſe. From 
whence 
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whence it will follow, that the bare Propoſition 1s 
alone neceſſary to be Believed, without any other In- 
terpretation, if any at all may be admitted, than what 
is agreeable to the particular Humours of Men ; the 
unhappy Conſequences of which,: will be endleſs 
Wranglings and Diſtractions. For which reaſon it 
ſeems evident, that all the Fundamental Parts of Faith 
cannot be comprehended in thoſe Texts alone, which 
are declared-to be of that important Nature, unlcſs the 
full Extent and Meaning was there ſet down and de- 
livered ; which I cannot find. And. therefore it can'c 
be denied , but that the other parts of Scripture , 
which relate the Grounds and Reaſons of ſuch a Faith, 
which is required to Salvation, and that explain the 
Nature and Extent of it, are to be looked upon as 
equally Obligatory, whether exprelt in Goſpels, or 

Epiſtles, | 
For beſides, if every Text of Scripture muſt be look- 
cd upon as ſufficient to Salvation, upon the Belict 
of which Eternal Life is promiſed, even the very Scri- 
pture will hardly be found reconcilable to it ſelf. For 
tho' in ſome places Salvation is promiſed to thoſe who 
believe Jeſus to be the Meſſiah, yet in others it is de- 
clared to be Life Eternal to know the onely true God, as 
well as Jeſus Chrift whom he hath ſent. Both of which 
places, if they mult be underitood in their limited 
Sence, will be almoſt found contradictory to each 
other. Becauſe the one propoſes a larger Faith to Sal- 
vation, than 1s required by the other. Wherctore it 
ſcems more reaſonable to underſtand theſe, and other 
places of Scripture of the like nature, in that Sence 
which is applicd to Farth, Fear of God, Love, Hope, 
and the like, when fingly made uſe of to expreſs the 
| whole 
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whole Duty of a Chriftian, viz. That one that is en- 
dued with ſuch a Faith, or ſuch Vertwes, cannot be de- 
tetive in the Belief of all other Articles, or in the 
Praftice of all other Duties. For as any of theſe Ver- 
tues, when mention'd alone as ſufficient to ſave us, 
cannot be underftood excluſively of all others ; fo 
when Believing in Chriſt, or any other Propofition of 
that nature, is alone required to make a Man a Chriltt- 
an, we ought either to underſtand it as ſpoken con- 
ditioaally, upon a ſuppoſition of the Belief of all other 
Articles of the Chriſtian Religion; or elſe, as deligned 
ro denote, that as the believing Feſwus to be the Chriſt, 
is the firſt ſtep ro Chriſtianity, ſo he that is once 
tirmly and throughly convinc'd of that, will not 
deny his aſſent to any other Article of Faith in the 
"gg Chriſtian Profeſſion, that ſhall be required of 

im. h 
From all which it is natural to infer, that there 
mult be other Articles of Faith in the Scriptures, that 
are as abſolutely neceſſary to be Believed to Salvation, 
as thoſe to which Eternal Life is expreſly promiſed ; 
and that many of thoſe Texts of Scripture, which are 
required to be believed to Salvation, are not of them- 
felves, excluſive of all others, ſufficient for that End. 
So that though it ſhould be granted, that there are no 
Articles of Faith in the Epiſtles ſo exprelly enjoined to 
be Believed to Salvation, as ſome delivered in the 
Goſpels and As, yet it will not follow, but that ſome. 
of | may be of as important a Nature, and as much 
to be thought Fundamentals. 

But however it muſt be conſidered, Secondly, that 
if it ſhould be pan_ that no Articles were abl{olute- 
ly neceflary to be Believed, bur what were expre Fad 
Ce 
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declared by the Inſpired Writers, yet there may be 
produced ſome Articles from the Epiſtles, that are as 
much required to be actually believed to Salvation, as 
any of thoſe delivered in the Goſpels or As, as I ſhall 
ſhew in its proper place. So that for both theſe Rea- 
ſons, ſome of the DoQtrines delivered in the Epr/ies 
ought to be as earneſtly prefled, and enjoined ro be 
explicitely Believed upon hazard of Salvation, as any 
found elſewhere in Scripture. 

There are indeed a great many Truths both in 
the Goſpels and Epiſtles, which are only to be Believed 
upon the general Ground of Faith, which is the 
Veracity of God. But thole of a higher Nature, which 
have an immediate Tendency to the Salvation of Man- 
kind, and the Method by which our Saviour has ob- 
tain'd it for us, are to be explicirely Believed by all, in 
order to their Salvation. So that in both Goſpels and E- 
piſtles there is a twofold Faith requir'd; the one depends 
upon the general Ground of our Belief, which relies 
upon the Veracity of God, that every thing which he 
has Revealed is true : The other reſpeCts the End for 
which he has Revealed any thing to us, and that 
is only the Eternal Benefit and Happineſs of Mankind. 
So that whatſoever in Scripture relates to this End, is 
of more abſolute neceſſity to be Believed to Salvation. 
And this may ſerve for a General DireQion, whereby 
to diſtinguiſh fundamental Truths, either in Goſpels 
or Epiſtles, or any other parts of Divine Revelation. 
For whatſoever is propoſed to our Belief, as a neceſſary 
Condition in order to our Happineſs, muſt be included 
uader this ſaving Faith, 

And therefore I ſhall now proceed to ſhew that the 
Epiſtles have as much Right and Title to our Faith, 
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as it may be conſidered in this laſt ſence, as any other 
parts of Revelation ; fiace they equally treat of the 
Covenant of Grace, and the Means of Salvation. For 
whatſoever it is that is required of us to be aQtually be- 
lieved, as a Condition upon which our Happineſs de- 
pends, muſt be made a Fundamental of our Faith. 
And therefore if the Epiſtles contain in them any 
Do&trines of this Nature, they cannot be disbelieved, 
without great hazard of our Salvation. 

But, Firſt, that the Epiftles are to be made part of 
the Rule of Faith, by which alone we are to be 
{aved, as well as the Goſpels, or As of the Apotles, 
is evident from the Nature of Revelation. For it it can 
be proved, that the Epiſtles are as much a part of Di- 
vine Revelation as the other, it will be no eaſy Task to 
demonſtrate, that they are not equally to be received ; 
eſpecially if it can be made appear, that the End of 
their Revelation was the Eternal Happineſs of Man- 
kind, which I ſhall ſpeak to hereafter. 

Now this is the very Reaſon and Foundation of 
our Belief of the Chriſtian Religion ; firſt, that it is 
Revealed by God; and ſecondly, that it has the At- 
teſtation of Miracles to confirm it ; ſuch as can be 
done by no other Power, but Divine. For without 
this we could have no Obligations upon us to believe it, 
becauſe we couldhave no certain aſſurance,that it came 
from God. But whatſoever is thus Reyealed to us, we 
are under a necellity to believe, upon the Veracity of 
Him that Revealed it. And here we are not ſo to di- 
vide our Belief, as to confine it to one part of Revela- 
tion, and deny it to another, unleſs we are aſſured 
that it has different degrees of Evidence. 


For this would deſtroy the force of Revelation, and 
re- 
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reſolve all Religion into the Wills and Humours of 
Men. There are indeed (as has been before obſerved) 
different Acts of Faith required of us, according to the 
different Matter of Revelation. But where the Matter 
is of as great importance in one place, as in another, 
there alſo muſt our Aſent be equal : Unleſs we can 
prove that there is not the ſame certainty for the Reve- 
lation, # e. That there is not the ſame Teſtimony 
of Divine Miracles to aſſure us of the Truth of it. 

But here it 1s not material to examine, Whether 
the Apoſtles work'd Miracles, to evince the Truth of 
their Doctrines in the Epi//es : Tt is enough that their 
Miracles atteiled their Divine Miſſion, and were ſuffi- 
ciently demonſtrative, that their. Doftrines had a Di- 
vine Authority, and Original, and were confirmed by 
a Divine Power. For the Delign of their Miracles was 
not to give Authority to ſuch a particular DoQrine 
only, but to teſtify in general, that they had a Com- 
miſſion from God, to teach what was neceſſary to be 
believed, or practiced to Salvation. 

Now that the Apojiles wrought many Miracles, ſuch 
as were before done by our Saviour, for the Confirma- 
tion of their Miſſhon and DoQtrines, is undeniably 
evident from the whole Hiſtory of the Af#s, where 
they are ſaid to heal the Sick, raiſe the Dead, and to 
be endued with all other ſupernatural Gifts, which 
might be ſufficient to {convince the World, that they 
received their Miſion\and Authority from God. But 
to what End ſhould the Apoltles work Miracles, it 
after all their Dorines which they deliver'd for Fun- 
damentals, were not abſolutely neceſſary to be be- 
lieved ? Now Miracles are never wrought but to 
convince Men of ſome great Truths, which wn 
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be of great Importance to them, and which perhaps 
they would not otherwiſe be induced to believe. If 
therefore the Apojiles had ſuch a Power of working 
Miracles committed to them, to confirm the Truth of 
their Doctrines, we are under as great Obligations to 
make them Articles of our Faith, eſpecially if they 
were deſigned for ſuch, as any other parts of Holy 
Writ. Now what Reaſon have we to believe the Holy 
Goſpels, but only the undeniable Atteſtation of Mira- 
cles. But are there not the ſame for the Confirmation 
of the Epiſtles roo? That is, Were not the Authors 
Divinely Inſpired, and did they not work Miracles, 
to ſhew that they were ſo ? Ifthen it be granted, thar 
the Apoſtles had this ſupernatural Power given them, 
ro be an unqueſtionable Evidence of their Inſpiration, 
this alone is ſufficient to enforce our aQual Belief of 
the DoQrines in the Epiffles, as much as in the Goſpels ; 
unleſs we can ſhew, that the Apoſtles were not In- 
{pired when they writ them, or that their Power of 
working Miracles, to convince the World that they 
were ſo, was then ceaſed, or elſe that they did not 
delign any Doftrines in them to be neceſſary to be be- 
lieved. But if none of theſe can with any tolerable 
Reaſon be pretended, there can be little excuſe for our 
not admitting them, as neceſſary and fundamental 
Parts of the Rule of Faith. 

And this moreover ought to make us very cautious 
how we rejeed them, becauſe if we deny ſuch an 


Authoriry to the Epiſtles, as requires an abſolute ne- 


ceſlity of believing any of the DoQtrines as therein 
contain'd, we ſhall have no very ſtrong Arguments re- 
maining, whereby to defendthoſe of rhe Geſels » which 
have only the Authority of Inſpirations confirmed by 

Miracles ; 
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Miracles; ſothat they mult unavoidably ſtand, or fall 
together. For if it be granted, that the Evidence for 
the Truth of both be the ſame,and the ſame Divine Au- 
thority ſtampt upon both, we cannot deny that the 
Meaſures of our Belief muſt be equally raken from 
them both, where the Matter 1s of the ſame impor- 
tance ; And this will neceſſarily lead us to theſe Con- 
cluſions : 

Firſt, That whatſoever we are firmly aſſured is 
Revealed by God, we are obliged to believe it upon 
his Veracity, fince he neither can, or will Reveal any 
thing bur what is undeniably true. 

Secondly, T hat whatſoever is made by this Revela- 
tion a fundamental Article of our Faith, we cannot be 
ignorant of, without great hazard of our Salvation. 

Thiraly, and Laltly, For the true Knowledge of any 
Article of Faith, we muſt not judge of it from ſome 
particular Place, but from the univerſal Conſent and 
Harmony of Revelation. 

And now, ſince the Epiles muſt be granted to be a 
particular Revelation, 1 would ask to what End there 
{hould be this Revelation, and ſeveral DoQrines 
therein deliver'd, which concern both our Faith and 
Practice, if there was no neceffity for them in order to 


Salvation * Why ſhould the Inſpired Writers give any 1 Cor. 


Sy 


I, 


2, 
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Inſtructions to a Church for the Commanaments of God, "4 37. 


YC if yet withour the leaſt hazard of Salvation, they 
; might be ignorant of them ? For it does not ſeem 


conſiitent with the End, or Nature of Revelation, 
which under the Chriſtian Diſpenſation was deſigned 
only for the eternal Advantage of Mankind, that 
no: parts of it deliver'd in the Epiſtles, which are all of 


J them of Divine Revelation, ſhould be abſolutely ne- 


cefſary 
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/ceſſary for that End; and that thoſe who had the 
Name and Benefit of Chri/tians, ſhould not be indi- 
ſpenſably obliged to form their Faith, or govern their 
Prattice according to its Diretions. Certainly any 
one that reads, and conſiders the Epiſtles impartially, 
muſt judge, that the Authors did deſign ſome parts of 
them, at leaſt, for Rules to guide Men in the way to 
Happineſs; without the Obſervance of which, thoſe 
to whom they ſhould be known, could not be ſaved. 
For if all the Inſtructions in the Epi#les might be ſafely 
diſregarded, then their Inſpiration was in vain. Since 
if Men might be as ealily ſaved without them, the 
Revelation muſt be confeſt to be ſuperfluous. 

If it be ſaid, that the Doftrines were only writ for 
the uſe of particular Churches, yet that (though it 
ſhould be granted, which there is no reaſon for,) will 
prove nothing, unleſs it appears, that there were no 
general Directions deſigned, which are of the ſame 
1mportance toall Chriſtians now, that they could be 
of, to any particular Church then ; for certainly what 
was neceſſary to be believed to Salvation by the Mem- 
bers of a Church in the Apoſtles days, muſt be ſo now, 
and to the end of the World. ' 

If it be demanded, that if there are any ſuch Funda- 
mentals in the Epiſtles, as we contend for, we ſhould 
draw out a Scheme of them, juſt ſo many, and no 


more, that are to be explicitely believed to Salvation, | 


and which will equally oblige all Mankind ; tho*' we 
ſhould not be able to ſatisfy this Demand, yet it will 
be ſufficient to our preſent Purpoſe, if we can pro- 
duce any DoCtrines that are abſolutely enjoined to be 
believed by all Chriſtians; and that are either di- 


ftiat from, or more fully expreſt, than any of thoſe 
con- 
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contain'd in the Goſpels, or As; as I ſhall hereafter 


endeavour to ſhew there are ſome of that nature, with- 
out the. Belief of which, though we may grant Men 
might be ſaved before they were known, yet when 
they were divulged, they tould no more be itiled true 
Chriſtians without the Belief of them, than if they 
had not at all believed. To inſtance in a like caſe : 
None could any longer be called Chriſtians, or ad- 
mitted into that Communion, after that form of Bap- 
tiſm was requir'd, in the Name of Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, tho' they might have that Denomination be- 
fore, who did not acknowledge their Faith in the Holy 
Trinity ; (ince as none could be Baptized Chriſtians, 
without the Confeſlion of that Faith, ſo none could 
continue in the Number of Chriſtians, that denied it. 
But of this more 1n its proper place. 

And thus we may be convinced, from the Natnre of 
Revelation, that all the parts of it have an cqual Au- 
thority, and that where the End of the Revelation 
was the Glory of God, and the Salvation of Mankind, 
(as I {hal} hereafter ſhew was the Apoſtles Deſigns in 
writing rheir Epiſtles) there the ſame AQts of Faithare 
required of us, 

But before I proceed any farther in the Vindication 
of theſe facred Writings, it will be neceſſary to con- 
{ſider an ObjeQion,or rather an Evalion of our Author's, 


in his Vindication of the Reaſonableneſi of Chriſtianity, 
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which may ſcem to render: what has been hitherto}: 19. 


urged ſuperfluous ; ſince it intimates that he believes 
as much of the Epiſtles, and in as true a ſence as any man 
whatſoever. And tor the Proof of this, he cites what he 
had betore declared in the Reaſonableneſi of Chriſtianity 
it felf, p. 299. Theſe Holy Writers, (viz.1 he Pen-men of 
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the Seriptures)inſpired from above writ nothing but Truth, 
and in moſt places, wery weighty Truths to us now, for the 
expounding, clearing and confirming the Chriſtian Doctrine, 
and eftabliſbing thoſe in it, who had embraced it. And. a- 
gain, P. 299. The other parts of Divine Revelation are 
Objeits of Faith, awd are fo to be received. They are 
Truths, of which none that is once known to be ſuch, 1. e. 
Revealed, may, or ought to be disbelieved. And if this 
(as he goes 0n) does not ſatisfy you, that I have as high 
4 Veneration for the Epiſtles, as you, or any one can have, 
T require you to publiſh to the World, thoſe Paſſages which 
bew my contempt of them. 

Indeed if he ſaid no more concerning the Epi/ les, 
than what is mention'd in theſe Paſſages, there would 
not have been ſo much occaſion for a Defenſe of them. 
But however even theſe do not ſeem __—_— un- 
exceptionable ; for though theſe allow the Truths con- 
tain'd in the Epiſtles, to be ObjeCts of our Faith, yet 
they do not ſuppoſe them, or any parts of them, to be 
more ſo, than any other places of Scripture, which 
have no relation to the Salvation of Mankind ; and 
which we are only bound to believe to be true, upon 
the Veracity of God that reveal'd them. For that 
this is all which the Author meant, is very plain from 
what he maintains a little after, viz. That all the reſt 
of the Inſpired Writings, or if you pleaſe, Articles, are 
of equal neceſſity to be believed, to make a Man « Chriſtian, 
with what was preacht by our Saviour and his Apoſtles, 
(by which he only means what ts recorded in the 
Goſpels and Atts) that I deny. 

So that it plainly appears, that all the Refpe& 
which he profefles for the Epiſtles, conſiſts only in this : 


That he believes them. to- be true ; but that the Do- 
QArines 
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Qtrines contain'd in them are no more neceſſary to be 
aQtually believed, or to be made fundamental Articles 
of Faith, than any indifferent or Hiſtorical Matters 
in the Bible ; all which we believe to be true, becauſe 
they are contain'd in that Book, which we are fully 
perſ{waded is the Word of God. So that a bare Aﬀenr 
ro them only, as they are true, is no higher an AR of 
Faith, than the believing that there was ſuch an 
Apoſtle as St. Pau, and that he was the Author of ſuch 
Epiſtles. 

But if our A#thor does indeed believe thar all is true 
which is contain'd in the Epiftles, why ſhould he deny 
that any of the Truths therein mention'd are to be 
made Fundamentals ? For methinks it would be no 
great Impolition, to be obliged to believe rhat as a 
neceſſary Article of Faith, in order to Salvation, 
which he is already perfwaded is a real Truth. 

But beſides, this is what we contend for, that there 
are Dottrines contain'd in the Epi//les, thar are of 
cqual neceſlity to be believed, to make a Man a Chri- 
ftian, with thoſe in the Goſpels, or in the Fs of the 
Apoſtles, as being of as great Importance to us ; and 
therefore they are alfo to be believed upon- another 
Ground, beſides that of meer Revelation. 

And for the Proof of this, it will be neceſſary 
to conſider in the ſecond place, the Authority that 
our Saviour intruſted in his Apoſtles. Which is ex- 


| . preft in their Commiſſion given them by Chriſt, 


rnmediately before his Aſcenſion, in theſe words, 


IT. 


Go and teach al Nations. And elſewhere, 4s my Fx-Mt 5 


ther hath ſent me, even ſo ſend I you. Which Commiſſion 19. 


as it inveſts them with as fufl a Power of Teaching Joh. =-. 


whatſoever was neceflary to Salvation, (© it lays as 27: 
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great a neceſſity upon others 'of Believing them, as 
it Chrift himſelf had taught in his own Per/ox. For 
whoſoever as by another's Commiſſion, aCtts in his 
Name, and whatever he does by vertue of that Com- 
miſſion, it is look'd upon to be his, who gave him 
{uch Authority. | 25 

' Now that the Apoſtles did-not exceed this Autho- 
rity, or teach for Dottrines the Commandments of Men, 
is very evident, ſince it is granted they were Divinely 
Inſpired, and tauglit nothing as neceſſary to be be- 
liev'd; but what they received from God. $0 that all 
that can be here objeGted, ſeems to be this; That the 
Apoſtles had no Commiſſion to write aoy fundamental 
Doctrines in the Epiſtles, but only in their Sermons, 
which are ſet down in the As of the Apoſtles. If 
this indeed could be proved, it would be a material 
Objection, but if there is not the leaſt ſhadow of 
Reaſon to countenance ſuch a groundleſs Suppphition, 
without ſhewing that the Apoſtles did exceed their 
Commiſſion, though at the ſame time they were Di- 
vinely Inſpired, then we are bound to acknowledge 
that the Epiſtles, as well. as the As, are an indiſpen- 
fable part of the Rule of our Faith ; for God himſelf 
has put no difterence betwixt them. 

But there 41s yet ſomething more to be obſerved in 
the Epiſtles written by St. Pexl, (which are much the 
greatelt part) and that: is, that he received his - Do- 
Qtrines therein contain'd by a more particular Reve- 
lation, than any of the other Apoſtles. For he was 
neither inſtrufted by Chrift himſelf while on Earth, 
as not being his Diſciple ; nor had he any account of 
the Doctrines which he taught, from thoſe Apoſtles 
who had conſtantly. heard him, but he nFoived alli 
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InſtruQions immediately from Heaven, as he himſelf 
hath rold us in the firlt Chap. of Gal. 11 and 12. Ver. 
But I certifie you Brethren, that the Goſpel which was 
preached of me, is not after man. For I netthey received it 
of man, neither was I taught it, but by the Revelation of 
Teſus Chriſt. From whence 'tis plain,that his DoQtrines 
were of equal Authority with what were taught by 
Chriſt himſelf; and that the rhings which be writ (as 
himſelf teſtifies of them in the 1 Coy. 14. 37.) were 
the Commanaments of the Lord, i.e. Were of as great 
neceſſity. to be, believed to Salvation, as any other 
parts of Reyclation 3 which cannot in the leaſt be 
doubted, if we alſo conſider , that Men are to be 
Judg'd by that Goſpel which Sr. Paul taught, at the 
laſt Day : As he allures us in Rom. 2. 16. In the day 
when God ſhall judge the ſecrets of Men by Jeſus Chriſt, ac- 
cording to my Goſpel, which Goſpel- he mult mean that 
Epiſtle to be part of : for he had taught. thoſe at Rome 
no otherwiſe than by this Epiſtle; for he never had 
been there when this was writ, nor do we know that 
he had {ent them any Epi/tle before it. 
But belides, the Doctrines which St. Paul has de- 
livered in this Epif/e to the Romans, are no more 
than what he had before taught to others, as is plain 
from his own words to the Elders of Epheſus, Act.20.27. 
That he had not ſpun'd to declare unto them all the Counſel 
of Gad. Which lie. would. not -have ſaid; if he had a 
Commithon to make any thing necelſlary ro be believed 
to Salvation by others, which was not revealed to them 
thro' his Miniſtry, So that as both what he taught, 
and writ in his Epiſtles, are the ſame DoQtrines, ſo arc 
they,both equally Qbligatory.. Wen? -v | 
i, But-Laltly, Theiwe..is this:more remarkable: of = 
Tn : __ Paul, 
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Paul, that he was the Apoſtle of the Gentiles, and fo 

the moſt part the firſt that had preach'd the Goſpel a- 
mongtt them. And therefore what he taught could 
be the only Rule of Faith to them, eſpecially till the 
Goſpels were written, which none of them were, till 
ſome time after he had begun to preach the Goſpe/ 


. amongſt the Gentiles. From whence it follows, that 


as what he taught was the only Rule of Faith to them, 
before they could have the Goſpels, ſo neither would 
his Dofrines after the publiſhing the Goſpels, be leſs 
neceſſary to be believed ; ſince their Authority would 
be much rather increaſed than leſſened, by the affilt- 
ance - ſo great a Foundation as the Goſpels to ſup- 

t them. , 

What I have here ſaid of St. Pavl, is not with a 
Deſign to leſſen the Authority of the other Epiſtles ; 
far they are all Inſpired by the ſame Holy Spirit, and 
are. therefore equally neceſſary to be believed ; but 
only as we have a greater Number of his tranſmitted 
ro us, than of all the other Apoſtles, fo I thought it 
moſt neceſſary to ſhew, that the reaſon why we are 
obliged to believe them to Salvation, was as great as 
can poſſibly: be produced, for any thing of that Nature: 

And thus I hope I have made it fully evident, that 
the had a ſufficient Commiſſion from God, to 
make t DoGrines which they taught in their Z- 
piles abſolutely: neceſſary to be believed to Salvation. 
Andthart they did declare ſome of their DoArines to be 
of this Nature, I ſhalt come now in a little time to 
Prave. 

And Thardlz, The End and Reaſon for which the 
Epiſtles were written, will make this more- fully ap- 
pear. For to make any thing more firmly nd: 
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aſſented to, there is not only required a certain know- 
ledge of its being Revealed, but alſo of the End for 
which it was Revealed. Now nothing can be more 
worthy of God, and more beneficial to Man, than the 
revealing the Conditions, which he has made neceſſa- 
' ry for our obtaining Happinels; and this is fully 
done in the Covenant of the Goſpel. And as the Con- 
ditions are neceſlary to be known before we can per- 
form them, ſo God has taken ſufficient care to give us 
a full Revelation of them : Firft, Ina large Hiſtory 
of the Method that Chri/t made ule of, for the pur- 
chaſing our Redemption, and the Miracles which he 
wrought, for the Confirmation of his Miſſion and Do- 
Qtrine, And Secondly, In a more full and clear Ma- 
nifeftation, by the coming of the Holy Ghoſt, of all 
thoſe things which were required of us to be believed. 
And this he iatruſted to the 4pofites, who were to that 
End both Divinely Inſpired, and had the Power of 
working Miracles committed to them, to eſtabliſh and 
confirm the Truth of their DoQrines. So that it may 
be no very great Abſurdity to affirm, that all things 
which are neceſſary to be belieyed to Salvation, are 
not fully and clearly contain'd in the Goſpels. 

Indeed * Limborch in his Conference with a Learn- 
ed Jew, in his Book De Veritate Religionis Chriſtiane, 


* Tota Religio Chriſtiana, omnia illins dogmata fidet &+ pre- 
cepta vite ad ſalutew neceſſaria, quatuor Evangeliit, imo unico 
Mathz#i Ewvangelio continentur : neque ex Epiſtolis Apoſtolorum, 
imo nec Apoſtols Pauli ullum dogma ad ſalutem creditu neceſ[a- 
rinm proferetur, quod non antea in Evangelio clare expreſſum 
exſtat. pP itaque dicere etiamſi ſola quatuor exftarent 
Evargelian os perfeftum habituros Canonem ſeu Reg ulam fides as 
Aﬀor um, P. 139: | 
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. ſeems to have granted more than he had Authority for, 


in aſſerting, that © All che DoQtrines of Faith. and 
« Practice neceſſary to Salvation, are contain'd in the 
* four Evangeliſts, or even in St. Metthew only ; and 

« that none of the Epiſtles of St. Par, or the reſt of 
« the Apoſtles,contain any-DoQtrine neceſſary to be be- 
« lieved to Salvation, which was not clearly and ex- 
< preſly ſer down before in the Goſpels, &«c. 

. Whether all the fundamental Dottrines of Chriſtia- 
nity were before laid down in the Goſpels, is indeed 
made by ſome a matter of Diſpute, but that many of 
them are not there ſo plain and intelligible, as in the 
Epiſtles, is none. For it may be very juſtly queſtion'd, 
if the Epiſtles had not been written, whether we ſhould 
not have remained wholly ignorant of the-true mean- 
ing of ſeveral things in the Goſpels. Particularly as 
to the Reaſons of the Death, and Keſurrettion of our Sa- 
wviour ; for I much doubt whether we ſhould ſo unani- 
mouſly have believed, that Chriſt's Death was a Sacrifice 
for our Sins, or that by vertue of his Reſurrettign a- 
lone, we ſhould all be raiſed again at the laſt day, from 
the alone Declaration of the Goſpels. Since neither of 
theſe can be ſo clearly proved from the Goſpels,as from 
the Epitles ; the latter of which is, I think, no where 


. mentioned in the Goſpels, and cannor direaly be prov- 


ed from them. So that all our Belief of it muſs have 
been by far-fetcht-Inferences, which very probably we 
ſhould never have thought of, had not the Epiſtles 
been written. 

This fore-mention'd Conceſſion of Limborch's, ſeems 
occalion'd by the Few's aſſerting, that all their Re- 
ligion was contain'd in the five Books of Moſes, and 
that they were not obliged to the Obſervation, - 7+ 
h olute 
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ſolute neceſſity of believing any of the reſt as part of 
their Rule of Paith, and thereupon he prefers their 
Religion before the Chriſtian, as being much more 
eaſily underſtood, becauſe contain'd in a much leller 
compals. 

But in Anſwer to this, Limborch was under no ne- 
ceſlity in order to prove the Chriſtian ſuperiour to the 
Jewiſh Religion, on the account of its Brevity, to 
confine all the Articles of Chriſtianity to one, or all 
the Goſpels. For he might very fairly have denied 
that Afſertion of the Few, for it was only one Sect a- 
monglt the Jews, that of the Seddwucees, who were of 
that Opinion, and who gave ſuch Prefercnce to the 
Books of Moſes. The Phariſees, the more numerous 
Sect, paid the ſame Reſpett to all the other Inſpired 
Writings and Prophecies, and placed their Religion, as 
much in the Belief of them as in thoſe deliver'd by 
Moſes. And indeed if no other Books of the 01d Teſt a- 
ment were to be received for Canonical, or part of the 
Jewiſh Revelation, they muſt have but a very ſmall 
Eſteem for the Prophecies concerning their expeAcd 
Meſſiah, in which a great part of their Religion, that 
wherein their Faith was concerned, ought to confilt. 
For the believing that the Meſſiah would come, is de- 
clar'd by * Maimonides to be one of the Fundamentals 
of the Jewiſh Religion. 

But if it be Limborch's Deſign in this place (as in- 
deed it ſeems to be) to vindicate the Honour of our 
Religion, by contraQing all the Articles of it into a 
very narrow Compaſs, that they may be more eaſily 
known ; I think that this does not much advance that 


* Ponta Meſis, p. 176. 
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End. For it ſeems more for the Honour of. God and 
Religion too, that all the parts, both of Faith and 
Practice, ſhould be laid down in the largeſt and plaineſt 
Terms imaginable, to take off all occaſions of Errors 
2nd Miſtakes : Which Men would almoſt unavoidably 
fall into, if all Matters of Belief and PraQice were 
deliver'd like the Heathen Oracles of Old, in a ſhort 
and conſequently obſcure Form. Indeed it is neceflary 
that there ſhould be a Summary of all the Articles of 
our Faith, which might be _— remembered by e- 
very Capacity : But it is as neceſflary alfo, to prevent 
all Diſputes concerning the Meaning of every particu- 
lar Article, that we ſhould have Recourlſe to a large, 
full, and infallible Explanation of them, ſuch as is all 
the parts of Divine Revelation. 

But that the Goſpe/s do not fully and clearly contain 
every thing that is abſolutely neceſſary to be believed, 
feems plain upon many Accounts. * 

1. For firſt, If in the Goſpels, or particularly in St. 
Matthew was contain'd the whole Rule of Faith, then 
the DoCtrines therein taught by our Saviour were a 
ſufficient Rule of Faith to the Apoſtles themſelves ; 
bur if they were not foto them, they cannot be ſaid 
to be ſo to any others. But that they were not ſo to 
them before the coming of the Holy Ghoſt, ſeems plain 


* from their miſ-underſtanding the Reaſon of Jeſus's 


being the Meffeah ; they thought it was to re-inſtate 
the Jews in their Temporal Grandeur and Glory : As 
15 evident from that Queſtion they put to our Saviour, 
Lord wilt thou at this time reflore the Kingdom to Iſrael ? 
But beſides, thoſe Words of our Saviour, I have mary 
things to ſay unto you, but ye cannot hear them now, ne- 


cellarily ſuppoſe, that there were other Dottrines 
yet 
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= to be known, beſides thoſe he had aiready taught 
them. 

2. The Goſpels arc for the moſt part Hiſtorical, and 
contain an account of our Saviour's miraculous Birth, 
the Miracles which he wrought, to confirm his Mifſion 
from God, his Sufferings, RelarreQion, and Aſcenſion 
&c. arc interſperſt with many excellent Preceprs, but 
contain but few, however not all the Matters of Faith. 

-3. Our Saviour generally deliver'd himſclt very my- 
ſtically, eſpecially about thoſe things which concern'd 
Himſelf: And left Men rather to draw Concluſions 
from his Aftions, for their Belief of him, than trom 
any clear Manifeſtation of himſelf. So that no ade- 
quate Rule of Faith could bs drawn from the Hiltory 
ot Him. 

4- The Inſpired Pen-men of the Goſpels were only to 
draw up the Hiſtory, without their own Remarks 
upon it; and therefore were not in that to tell us what 
we were to believe, any farther than our Saviour had 
already done through the Courſe of his Miniſtry. And 
therefore our Faith is not to be meaſured by the 
Goſpels only. For tho? St. John, in the beginning of 
his Goſpel, gives us larger Proofs of Chriſt's Divinity, 
than is to be found in any other parts of the Goſpels, 
hy introducing our Saviour with ſuch Name: and 
Titles as were uſually by the + Jews appropriated 
to their expected Meſſiah, and by which both they 


T' Tl o fer winiye + dyytrer airy Abgor ds eurhy vglaruos. 
Philo. Lib. de Som. And in another place. T 67 5 « Gogmry x, Y1onjur 
Ostop Aozoy. Otn Aoppy Unirz Ov. Aows llewrogovor vi. Lib. de 
Agric. *O $ vanrgdyo Timy aiy © ©46. Lib. de Som. In ſome 
places he calls the »4y@ Ows Nung;s, as Plotinus bath alſo 
aone. En. x. lib. 5.c. 3. 
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and the Platoniſts meant a Divine Perſon, and which 
they were at that time commonly knowa to ſignifi ; 
yer he has not there deliver'd any adequate Rule of 
Faich. 

Fifthly and Laſtly, The Promiſe which our Bleſſed 
Saviour made to his Diſciples, to ſend them the Holy 
Ghoſt, to inſtrut them farther what they ought 
to believe concerning Him , «nd to guide them into 
all Truth, (which cannot ſignify bringing all things 
to their Remembrance, but teaching them all things, 
Joh. 14. $6.) plainly intimates, that there was ſome- 
thing more required, as neceſſary to be believed, 
which himſelf had not fully declar'd to them. And 
we no where find, nor have we any reaſon to think 
that the Diſciples themſelves, who were conſtantly 
with our Saviour, had any full and diſtin Notions 
of all that was neceſſary to be believed concerning 
Him, till they had received the Holy Ghoſt. And 
therefore all that our Saviour himſelf taught in his own 
Perſon, or what is revealed in the Goſpels only, cannot 
be made any adequate Rule of Faith. 

But however ſhould it be granted, That all things 
neceſſary to be believed to Salvation, are contain'd in 
the Goſpels; yet ſtill it might be juſtly queſtioned, 
Whether the Epiſtles alſo, together with the Goſpels, 
are not to be looked upon as part of the Rule of Faith, 
and whether the Explanations and Ilſuſtrations con- 
tain'd in the Epiſtles of Dottrines more imperfeQly ſec 
down in the Goſpels, are not equally to be believed 
with the Evangelical Writings, And therefore though 
it ſhould be admitted, that all, or moſt of the Truths 
deliver'd in the Epiſtles, are only Explanations of 
ſomething before Revealed in the Goſpels, yet _= 
the 
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the Authors of them were Divinely Inſpired, they 
are to be received as part of the Rule of Paich, 
as well as the Goſpels themſelves ; fince an infallible 
divine Explanation of a Doctrine is as neceſſary 
to be believed, as the Doctrine it ſelf. So that if it 
ſhould be granted, that this was one End of writing 
the Epiſtles, to ſet thoſe Things in a clearer Light, 
which were before taught by our Saviour, yet this 
will not be ſufficient to invalidate their Authority, or 
render them leſs neceſſary to be believed. 

For thus far * Limborch ſeems to have granted, 
That though all the DoCtrines of Chriſtianity are 
fully and perfeAly deliver'd in the Goſpels, yet God 
has ſo much expreſſed his Goodneſs towards Mankind, 
as to take care, by a particular Providence, that they 


ſhould be very often repeated in the Epiſtles, that they 


might be freed from all ObjeCtions, to the preater 
ſtrengthning and confirming Believers in the Faith. 
And thus it ſeems very evident for many Reaſons, 
that the Goſpe/s alone arc not to be made the Meaſure 
of our Faith. | 

Nor will the A#s of the Apoſtles, together with 
the Goſpels, afford us a full and clear Scheme of what- 
ſoever is neceſſary to be believed. For theſe alſo arc 
chiefly Hiſtorical ; and contain an account of the 
Miſſion of the Holy Ghoſt, of the Miracles that were 
done by the Apoſtles, of the Converts they made to 
Chriſtianity, and where they Preacht ; but we have 


* Verum tanta eſt erga genus hominum benignitas divina, ut 
que in Evangeliis plene ac perfette tradita ſunt, etiam in Apoſto- 
lorum Epiſtolis ſepins repeti, & a variis objeftionibus Vindicart, 
ad majorem fidelium in fide corfirmationem ac conſtantiam, ſmg us 
lar Providentia voluerit. ibid. . 
not 


ZO 


Act. 29. 


21. 


A Vindication of 


not there any full and large account of their DoArines: 
We are indeed told, that chey Preacht Faith in Chriſt 
Jeſus, and Repentance towards God : But few or no par- 
ticulars of thoſe Duties, or how far they extended; 
which ſcem on purpoſe reſerved for the Epiſtles, where 
they are more fully treated of. 

But it is urged, That if the Apoſtles Creed is a Sum- 
mary of all that is neceſſary to be bglieved ; and if all 
the Articles of that are to be found in the Goſpels, 
and As of the Apoſtles, then it is in them alone that 
we are to look for Fundamentals. To this it may be 
anſwered, That it can indeed hardly be denied, but 
that we may draw moſt of the Articles of the Apoſtles 
Creed from the Goſpels, and the As of the Apoſtles ; 
but theſe are not to be looked upon as the only Fun- 
damentals, unleſs we allo firmly believe the natural 
Conſequences and Concluſions from them, and the 
frequent Explanations of them, which are ſet down 
12 the other parts of Revelation. To inſtance only in 
the firſt Article, I believe in God the Father Almighty, 
Maker of Heaven and Earth. Now we cannot be ſup- 
poſed to be confin'd by this to the believing juft- fo 
much of Him, and no more : For we are to underſtand 
by theſe Words, whatſoever is implied in them, and 
wharſoever elſe the Scripture has reveal'd to us con- 
cerning Him. And the like Rule muſt be obſerved in 
all che other Articles. 

And belides, this is juſtly believed to be the firſt 
Fundamental of all Reveal'd Religion, which is ſup- 
poſed in our Creed, that the Scriptures are of Divine 
Inſpiration, and that whatſoever is there laid down 
as neceſſary to Salvation, mult be believed as ſuch : 
And upon this it is that the Creed is built, So that as 

we 
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we muſt believe, That Summary of our Faith to be 
raken from Revelation, ſo alſo that the only true 
Explanation of it 1s to be found there. For neceſſary 
Deductions from ſuch Truths, are as much Funda- 
mentals as the Principles from which they are drawn. 
So that we cannct in a true Sence believe all the Ar- 
ticles of our Creed, unleſs we alfo are perlwaded, thar 
thoſe places of Scripture which contain a full and cx- 
preſs Explanation of them, are necefſary parts of our 
Faith. 


But our Author urges, That if all, or moſt of the}: 25". 


Truths declared in the Epiſtles, were to be received and be- 
lieved as Fundamental Articles, what then became of thoſe 
Chriſlians that were fallen aſleep ( as St. Paul witzeſſeth in 
the 1 Cor. many were) before thoſe things in the Epiſtles 
were revealed to them ? Moſt of the Epiltles ot being 
written till above Twenty Years after our Saviour's Aſcen- 
fion, and ſome after Thirty. 

To this we may anſwer, Firſt, That ſome of the 
Epiſtles were written before ſome of rhe Goſpels, par- 
ticularly that of St. Johyz, which was not writ till 
almoſt Threeſcore Years after our Saviour's Aſcenſion. 
So that this Argument will exclude that i from 
containing any part of the Fundamentals of Faith, as 
well as the Epiſtles. Secondly, It is to be conlidered, 
that a great many of the Epiſtles, as the firſ# and ſe- 
cond to the Theſſalonians, which were writ ſooner than 
Twenty Years aftec Chriſt's Aſcenſion, as allo the fr/# 
and ſecond to the Corinthians, to the Galatians and 
Romans, were all written before the Hiftory of the 
Arts of the Apoſtles, which is cominued to the 11me of 
St. Paal's being firſt at Rowe, which was not til near 
Thirty Years after our Saviour's Aſcenſion ; and there- 


tors 


JT 


32 


' A Vindication of 


ſorc that Hiſtory which takes in all that time, cannot 
be thought ro be of greater Authority, than thoſe E- 
piſtles which were writ much ſooner. So that this Ar- 
gument, if it isat all to the Purpoſe, mult give the 
Preference to ſome of the Epies, at lealt betore the 
Atts of the Apo#les. But Thirdly, It cannot be ſuppoſed 
but that many Chriſtians were fallen aſleep before the 
writing any of the Goſpels, ſince St. Matthew's Goſpel, 
which was the firſt, was not written till about Eleven 
Years after our Saviour's Aſcenſion. So that neither 
can this Argument be any Prejudice to the Authority 
of the Epiftles. And therefore Fourthly, Tt remains 
that all the Rule of Paith to the Believing Chriſtians, 
that were Converted for ſome Years after our Saviour's 
Aſcenſion, muſt be taken from what was taught by the 
Apoſtles. And therefore if what they then taught was 
the Rule of Faith to thoſe who were Converted to 
Chriſtianity, it is very reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that the 
Epiftles, which without doubt contain the very ſame 
Dottrines which they then taught, are now to be re- 
ceived as abſolutely neceſſary to be believed. For this 
we may be certain of, that the contrary can never be 


- proved, that the Apoſtles, upon their receiving the Holy 
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Ghoſt, taught the very ſame DoCtrines wherever they 
Preacht, which they afterwards deliver'd in their E- 
pi#l:s. And therefore if they writ no other Doctrines, 
chan what they taught, and what they taught were 


Fundamentals, then what they writ muſt be the ſame 


t00. 

And if this ſhould be granted, which the Author 
of the Reaſonablenefs of Chriftianity ſo much contends 
for, That the Epiſtles being all written to thoſe who were 


Believers, and Chriftians, the occafion and end of _—_ 
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them could not be to inſtruct them in that which was neceſſary 
to. make: them Chriſtians ;' Yet this ſeems rather to 
ſtrengthen than leſſen the force of the Argumeat, that 
the Apoſtles had taught thoſe ſame DoQrines for Fun- 
damentals before, which they afterwards communica- 
ted as ſacred Depoſitums of their Faith. For it 1s {ſtrange 
co ſuppoſe, .that.a Doctrine ſhould ceaſe to be a Fun- 
dameatal, to thoſe who had known it before. For 
though the Epiſtles might not be written to thoſe who 
believed all the Truths contain'd in them, to inſtruct 
them in any thing which they were ignorant of ; yet 
it might be for this End, to put them in remembrance 
of all the parts of their Profeſſion, | to prevent all Dil- 
putes that poſſibly might ariſe ; and to remain as exat 
Rules and Direftions how they. might convert and in- 
{ſtruQ others. | 

But ſays our Author, 1f thoſe to whom the Epiſtles 
were written wanted not ſuch fundamental Articles of the Þ: 29+ 
Chriſtian Religion, without a Belief of which they could not 
be ſaved, it cannot be ſuppoſed that the ſending of ſuch 
Fundamentals was the reaſon of the Apoſtles writing to any 
of them. . But how can 1t be proved, that all thoſe the 
Epiſtles were written to, underſtood all the Funda- 
mentals of Religion ? May there not be ſuppoſed to 
be ſome leſs knowing amongſt them, and ſome who 
would not throughly believe ſeveral Dodtrines of 
Chriſtianity, without ſuch an Authority as the Apoſtles 
had, to convince them of the Truth of them ? Bur 
however if this Argument of Men's knowing the Fun- 
damentals contain'd in the Epi/tles, before they were 
ſent to them, may be ſufficient to overthrow their 
Authority, the Goſpels alſo I am afraid will not eſcape 


much. better. .For we cannot ſuppoſe, but-almoſt all 
F a Chri'tt- 
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Chriitians: were very well acquainted with..the Do- 
ctrines taught by our Saviour, - before the Goſpels were 
written, bur.'tis to be hoped that they ought not-upon 
that account to be thought leſs neceflary tobe believed, 
even by thoſe who had been already converted to the 
Faith. * For cerfainly they cannot be ſuppoſed to 
contain leſs fundamental "Truths, becauſe they have 
deliver'd nothing but what was received before for 
the DoQrine of our Saviour. Nor can it be imagined 
that the Goſpel of St. Luke, which was writ with a 
particular Deſign to Theophilus, who was already a 
Believer and a Chriſtian, ſhould contain leſs fundamen - 
tal Truths, or leſs neceſſary to be. believed, than thoſe 
which perhaps were written with a more general De- 
lign. The A4&#s were alſo written to the ſame - Theo- 
philus ; and therefore if our Author's Argument will 
prove any thing, it muſt exclude both zhaz, and the 
toremention'd Goſpel, as well as the Epiſtles from being 
any part of the Rule of Faith. For they were more 
certainly written to a Believer and a Chriſtian, and 
One who wanted wot the fundamental Articles of Chriſtia- 
zity, without a Belief of which he could not be ſaved, than 
can be proved of ſo much as any of the Epiſtles. 

And therefore it will follow, notwithſtanding all 
our Author has urged to the contrary, that it is from the 
Epiſtles as well as the Goſpels, that 'we are to learn 
what are the fundamental Articles of Faith. For if in 
the Hiſtory of the Evengelits and the As, all things 
are fo plainly ſet down, that no Body can miſtake 
them, it muſt unavoidably be granted, That the 4- 
poftles, tho* Inſpired by the Holy Ghoſt, were yer very 
unfaithful to their Truſt, in clogging Men's Faith with 
unneceſſary Points of Belief : Since they could not be 
3gno- 
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1gnorant that - what they writ would. be as much 
thought neccflary to be believed, as what was taught 
by our Saviour himlelf. And therefore the Apoliles 
ought certainly to be blamed tor writing {uch Doctrines 
in their Epfles, which: tho' they were not necetiary 
£0 be believed, might yer give occaſion to a great many 
unwary Chriltians, tothink far otherwiſe, and embrace 
them as firmly asany:- other Do&rines wharſocver. 

- Butif it can be proved, that the great and princi- 
pal End of the writing their Epiſtles, was,. to deliver 


ſeveral DofQtrines that ſhould be neceflarily believed to 


Salvation by all who were Converted to rhe Faith, we 
are obliged to receive them as ſuch. And this might 
be made appear from very many places of chem : 
St. Paul thus expreſſes himſelf, That if any Man think 
himſelf to be a Prophet, or Spiritual, let him acknowledge 
that the things which 1 write unto yon, are the Command- 
ments of the Lord. And in the beginning of the next 
Chapter, Moreover Brethren I declare nnto you the Goſpel 
which I preached unto you, by which alſo ye are ſaved,Sc_ For 
1 delivered unto you firſt of all, that which I alſo received, 
how that Chriſt died for onr Sins according to the Scriptures. 
By which Words he re-minds them of a Primary Ar- 


ticle of their Faith, without the Remembrance of 


which, he ſhews they have believed in vain. For the 
deſign of the Apolſtle's Argument is to acquaint them, 
that they could not be ſaved, without they kept in 
Memory what he had before Preached unto them, v. 2. 
which was amongſt other things the fore-mention'd 
Article, the Belief of which, if there is any Force 1n 


1 Cor. 
I 4. 37. 


his Argument, he declares to be abſolutely necellary 


to Salvation. After this he mentions to thern {ome 


other Articles, which he enjoins them to believe, that 
F 2 LICIr 
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their Faith might not be in vain.' And theſe are the Be- 
lief, not only of Chriſt's ReſurreQion, but that by 
vertue of' his riſing from the Dead, we alſo ſhould be 
raiſed again. And alſo that iz Adam all die : For ſince by 
Man came Death, by: Man came alſo the Reſarrettion of the 
Dead. For as in Adam all die, even fo in Chriſt ſhall all be 
made alive. . And theſe are Articles that are abſolutely 
neceſſary to be believed; for upon theſe the Apoſtle 
lays the great Foundation of Chriſtianity ; and yet 
the Two laſt of them are not to be found either in 
the Goſpels or Aits.' There are alſo other places in 
the Eps/tes, which are expreſly required to be believed 
to Salvation, as Roms. 10. 9. For if thou ſhalt confeſi with 
thy month the Lord Jeſus, and ſhalt believe in thine heart 
77 God hath raiſed him from the dead, thou ſhalt be ſaved. 
And that in Timothy, Without controverſy great ts the 
Myſtery of Godlineſs, that is, of the Chriſtian Religion. 
God was manifeſt in the Fleſh, And in St. Joh. Epilt. 1. 
C. 4. Every Spirit that confeſſeth that Jeſus Chriſt is come 
inthe Fleſh is of God, and he that does not confeſs it, is not 
of God, which ſhews the necefliry-of believing Chriſt's 
Incarnation. And' again, Wehave ſeen and do' teſtify, 
that the Father ſent the Son to be the Saviour of the werld. 
And whoſoever ſhall confeſs that Jeſus is the Son of' God, 
God awelicth in him, and he in God ; which is-a diſtinct 
act of Faith from believing lum to be the Meſſiah, as 
I ſhall ſhew in its proper place. Theſe Places of Scri- 
pture now mention'd are fufficient to ſhew,. that there 
are DoCtrines in the Epiſtles, that are required to be 
explicitely believed. And the Apoſtles did certainly 
delign this End in writing their .Epittles;.as un rhe- 2 
Cor. 1. 13. For we write none other things unto you, than 
what jou read or acknowleadze ; and 1 ow you'fball acknow 
ledge 
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ledge even to the end. And in the ſecond Epiſtle to the 
Theſſalomians, Chap. 2. Ver.' 15. Therefore Brethren, 
ftand faſt, and hold the Traditions which ye have been taught 
whether by Word, or our Epiſtle. All which Places, with 
innumerable others which might be cired to the ſame 
Purpoſe, undeniably prove, that the Apoſtles enjoin'd 
the Belief of what they writ in their Epiftles as nece(ſa- 
ry to Salvation. And it would be abſurd to imagine, 


that the Apoſtles ſhould fill their Writings with any of. 


the DoQrines of Chriſtianity, if they did not. impoſe 
a Neceſſity upon Men of believing them. And here it 
is not material whether the Epifles were written ro 
thoſe who were already Chriſtians, and whether de- 
ſign'd to teach them any Dottrines, to inſtru them 
in what was neceſſary to make them Believers ; but it 
is ſufficient that they could not continue true Chrilti- 
ans or Believers, without acknowledging the DoQrines 
there deliver'd tor fundamental Articles of Faith, and 
neceſſary to be believed by all Chriſtians. 

But however the word Chriſtians 15 often uſed am- 
biguouſly, and is promiſcuoully given to all who are 
Baptized into the Chriſtian Faith. And therefore tho' 
molt of the Epiſtles might be written to thoſe who 
were called Chriltians, yer they might not be through- 
ly fo, z.e. They might not have a perfect knowledge 
of all the Articles-ot Faith. As 1s particularly plain 
in the Theſſalonians, by St. Paul's firſt Epiltle to them, 
Chap. 3. Ver. 10. Night and day praying exceedingly that 
we mizht ſce your face, and might perfett that which is 
lacking in your Faith. So that our Author's Argument 
from the. Epiſtles being written to thoſe who were 
already Chriſtians, is alſo upon this account: very 1n- 
{ufficient ro weaken their Authority, 

Put 
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But he farther urges, That the Epiſtles were nit upon 
particular Occaſions, and without thoſe Occafions' had not 


PT” os writ, and ſo cannot be thought neceſ}ary to Salvation. 


Burt how can 1t be proved, that all the Epiftles were 
writ upon particular Occaſions * For the contrary 
{cems plain in ſeveral of the Epiffles. For, though 
they were direfted to' particular Churches, yer were 
they defign'd for whole Provinces ; as the Epiſtles to 
the Corimhians were intended for the Province of A- 
chaia. That to the Galatians for a whole Country ; 
and thoſe diretted to the Theſſalonians and Philippians, 
were delign'd for the two Provinces of Macedonis. Ir 
being uſual with the Apoſtle to give ſuch Preheminence 
to the Metropolis of any Province, as to dire to that, 
whar he intended for the whole : Which is ſufficient 
to ſhew, that thoſe Epiſtles were not writ upon any 
particular Occaſion to thoſe Churches they were ſent 
to, ſince they obliged a great Number equally with 
them. Nor can we ſuppoſe them to be delign'd for 


thoſe particular Provixces only, tho? they ſhould be 


known to others ; for if they only were obliged by 
them, then no one could be required to obſerve them, 
any longer than he continued ia ſuch a Province. For 
if they atfeQted none out of the Province, then thoſe 
who went from that to another, mult alſo be freed 
trom all Obligations to them ; which is too abſurd to 
imagine. 

The like Obſervations may be made upon other E- 
piltles. The firſt Epiſtle of St. Peter is directed to the 
Strangers ſcattered throughout Pontus, Galatia, Cappado- 
cis, Aſia, and Bithynia. His ſecond Epiſtle 1s likewiſe 
General, and fo are the Epiſtles of St. Fames, and St. 
Fude. Burt there is nothing that can be more 46 
than 
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than the firſt Epiitle of St. John, which tho” occaſion'd 
by ſome new raiſed Herelies, yet is direed to ail 
Chriſtians, to give them true Notions of the Di inity 
-and eternal Exiſtence of. the Son of God, which are 
proved at large in that Ep;fle, in Oppoſition to all 
Hereſies that then were, or that poſſibly might ariſe 
concerning them. For all which reaſons it is evident, 
that a great many of the Epiſtles were deſign'd ior all 
Chriſtians in general. Thoſe indecd to the Romans 
and the Hebrews ſeem to have ſome things in them, 
which particularly relate to thoſe Churches. Bur yet 
there are a great many Truths in them of general ule 
and importance, which ſeem to be deſign'd on purpole 
tor all Chriſtians in genera]. 

But to look a little back upon the Epiitle to the 
Hebrews ; which if well conſidered, cannot be denied 
to contain ſome DoQtrines abſolutely neceſſary to be 
believed to Salyation by all Chriſtians, if rhis may be 
granted, that the ſame Faith was required, atcer Con- 
verſion, both from Few and/Gemtile. For the delign of 
that Epiſtle was not only/to convince the Jews, that 
the Reaſon of the Ceremonial Law was ccaled, and 
conſequently that they ought to diſcontinue their ob- 
ſervance of it, and that the Aaronical Prielthood was 


aboliſhed by our Saviour's Entering upon his Priettly 


Office, but alſo to obviate (which the Author has done 
with very great carc) two Conceptions which Men 
might be tempred to have of our Saviour. 'I'he one was 
to think him ſpme Angelical Being, the other ſome 
great Prophet, like Mofes, or ſuperior to him. Now 
the Author of that Epiſtle does plainly deny our Savi- 


-our to be of that ſort and order of Beings, that cither 


Angels, or Mofes was, in the firſt, {ccond and _ 
ap- 
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Chapters, &c. He does not only ſet him above them all 
in a Style that imports Superiority and Pre-eminence, 
but docs it in a fſct of Phraſes, that ſhew him to be of 
another Nature than they. And to evince the Truth of 
this, a great part of this Epiſtle was delign'd. For there 
was a ScCt amongſt the Jewiſh Converts to Chriſtia- 
' Nity, that were not only for continuing the Obſerya- 
tion of the Moſaick Inſtitutions, but who alſo oppoſed 
the Divinity of our Saviour ; and againſt theſe the A- 
poſtle ſcems profeſſedly to argue in this Epiſtle : Which 
if looked upon to be writ with this Deſign, is as full 
a Proof for the Divinity of our Saviour, and the ne- 
ccllity of believing it to Salvation, or without which 
Church-Communion cannot be maintain'd, as need be' 
deſired for any thing of that Nature. 

But beſides this Epiſtle to the Hebrews, there is no 
queſtion but the very firſt Chriſtians thought almoſt all 
the DoQtrines in every Epiſtle, of general Concern, by 
their conſtant reading them every Lord's Day in all 
eheir publick Aſſemblies ; which was done not only a- 
mongl(t thoſe to whom they were written, but alſo-a- 
mong{ all thoſe who had Copies of them. And that 
an Epiſtle which was' writ to one Church, ſhould alſo 
be read amonglt others, (which would never have been 
commanded, if they were writ upon particular Occa- 
ſions to any Church, is enjoin'd expreſly by St. 
Paul himſelf, in his Epiſtle to the Coloffens, in theſe 
Words, And when this Epiſtle is read among ft you, cauſe 
that it be read alſo in the Church EM Laodiceans, and 
that ye likewiſe read the Epiſtle from ices, which very 
probably is that which is now inſcribed to the Epheſians. 
For it ſeerns moſt likely that it was ſent to rhofe of 
Laodicea, where St. Paul had never been at that _ 

they 


the E PISTLES, @c. 


they having lately received the Chriſtian Religion 3 
and had a wrong Inſcription put to it, by the Collector 
of the Epiltles, into one Body : Which was an eaſy 
Miſtake, conſidering, that a Copy of it was very pro- 
bably at Epheſus, as well as Coloſs (as appears from the 
Cole of that Epiſtle) and other places. Some indecd 
are of Opinion, that St. Paul did not write any Epiſtle 
to the Laodiceans, and that the Paſſage in the Cole/ſiaws, 
that ye likewiſe read the Epiſtle from Laodices, muſt mean 
an Epiſtle writ by the Laodiceans to St. Paul: Ot this 
Opinion is + Baroznins, and cites both Chryſoftom, and 
Theodoret for it, who thought that St. Pan! never writ 
any Epiſtle to the Laodiceans. 
* But there is little ground for this Opinion, eſpecially 
from the Words in the Colofians, that from Laodicea, for 
the natural Meaning of them is, that they of Coloſs 
» ſhould receive that Epiſtle which was writ to Laodices 
from thence, and read it in their Aſſembly. And this 
meaning Dr. Hammond applies to it in his Note on the 
Place. And he is of Opinion, that a Copy of it was 
ſent from Epheſus to Laodicea, ſince Tertullian affirms 
that the Epittle which is inſcribed to the Epheſians, was 
ſent to thoſe of Laodicea. But he thinks this ſo)ves the 
Difficulty, that Epheſus being the Metropolis of Aſia, 
and Laodices being a Church within that Circuit, it 
might not only be deſign'd thither as well as Epheſus, 
but that it was alſo Copied out, and communicated to 
| them, and ſo might be called the Epiltle ro the Laods- 
ceans, or which the Church of - Laodicea had received. 
But tho? indeed it might have been fo, yet I thin]; 
it moſt probable, that it was writ only to thoſe ol 
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L zodicea,. and not to Epheſus. For as 1t 15 certain that 
St. Pani did write an Epiſtle to the Laodiceans, which 
we have not under that Title ; ſo is there great rea- 
fon to imagine, that this Epiſtle was not writ to the 
Epheſians. For St. Paul had liv'd three Years at Epheſus, 
as is plain from the Hiſtory of the 4s, and therefore 
it 15 not probable that he would write to them there, 
as in the third Chapter, If /o be ye have heard of the 
diſpenſation of the Goſpel given me to you-ward, And be- 
ſides it is very ſtrange, that if this was writ to the 
Epheſians, amongſt whom St. Paul had fo long been, 
there ſhould 'be no Salutations in it to any particular 
Perſons, which is ſo very uſual in the reſt of his Epiſtles. 
And thus it ſeems molt probable, . that this Epiſtle was 
that which was mention'd to be writ to them of 
Laoatcea. = 

And this Remark is the more material, becauſe if 
this =_ is looked upon, as it ſeems deligned, to con- 
rain ſeveral DoQrines neceffary”to be believed by a 
Church at its firſt Conſtitution, the DoAtrines contain'd 
in it may carry a greater weight with them, eſpecially 
amongſt thoſe who will admit no other DoCtrines as 
neceflary to be believed, but what have ſuch a reaſon 
to confirm them. But however it -be, this is certain, 
that as this Ep;/le was writ by one Divinely Inſpired, 
{o it is neceſſary to be believed to Salvation in thoſe 
places, where the Senſe is plain and eaſy, and of the 
highelt Importance to us, whether it was written with 
a Deſign to inſtruc, or to. confirm a Church: in the 
Chriſtian Faith, 
But to return ; Let us ſuppoſe that ſome of the 
Epiftles contain Matter proper to thoſe Times and 
Churches to which they were ſent. May not the fame 
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ObjeQion be raiſed againit the Goſpels, moſt of our 
Saviour's Parables, and very many of his Diſcourſes re- 
late to the State of the Jews at that time, and tie De- 
ſftruttion of their Nation and Religion,which was ſoon 
afrer accompliſhed. 

Now there 1s nothing in the Goſpels, but what was 
thought at firſt by the Apoſtles to reſpect the Jews only ; 
nay, and for ſome time after the Miſſion of the Holy 
Ghoſt, St. Peter particularly amongſt the Apoſtles had 
ſuch a wrong Notion of our Saviour's coming, as to 
imagine, that the Jews were only to reap the Advan- 
tage of it ; as may be ſeen in the Hiſtory of the As. 

But tho? in a little time the Reaſon of our Saviour's 
coming was more fully underſtood, yet at the firſt it 
was looked upon as particular, and all his Diſcourſes 
were interpreted to ſuch a Sence. . Which ought to 
caution us in judging of the Epiſtles ; which notwith- 
ſtanding their DireQions to particular Churches, might 
be delign'd for general Inſtrutions. And we have good 
Reaſon to judge, that there are no Caſes ſet down, but 
_ may on ſome Occaſions, be of uſe to all Chri- 

ians. ; 

But .what if it ſhould be granted, that they were 
writ upon particalar Occaſions, will this hinder them 
from being neceſſary to be believed ? If it will, then 
ſome of the Goſpels muſt ſuffer too. For the Goſpel of 
St. Luke ſeems to be writ particularly to give Theo- 
þbilus a more perfe& knowledge of thoſe things, in 
which he had been before inſtruQed, as I have alrcady 
obſerved of it, as well as of the A#s, which were writ 
by the-ſame Evangeliſt, upon the tame Occaſion. In 
like manner the Goſpel of St. 76h» was writ upon a 


particular Occaſion, to confute the Hereſics of the Ce- 
G 2 rinthians, 
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rinthians, and Ebijonites, who denied the Divinity of 
our Saviour (as is confeſſed by the moſt Ancient Fa- 
thers, and has lately been very * Learnedly proved) 
and muſt it upon this account be rejected as not ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation ? So that if all parts of the Scri- 
pture mult be laid aſide, that were writ upon particu- 
lar Occaſions, our Faich would lie indeed in a much 
narrower Compaſs. But we ſhould not be, [am afraid, 
the better Chriſtians for it. 

For tho* ſome things might be writ upon particular 
Occaſions, yet it will be difficult ro prove, that the 
Holy Spirit did not deſign them for general Directions, 
and as neceſſary to be believed to Salvation by others, as 
thoſe towhom they were writ. But beſides, whatever par- 
ticular Occaſions there might be for ſome of the Epiſtles 
yet the general Delign of them is to ſettle and ſtrengthen 
Men in the Faith, and to be perpetual Guides and Di- 
reCtions to them in the way to Happineſs; and indeed 
if there had been no occaſion for this, they certain- 
ly would not have been written. 

But it was alſo neceſſary that the Apoſtles ſhould di- 
Qate, and leave behind them ſome certain Meaſures of 
Belief, ſince their Authority, and the certain Evidence 
of their Inſpiration would have very great Influence 
on thoſe who were not yet Chriſtians, that they might 
be more eaſily perſwaded to embrace Chriſtianity ; and 
alſo might be of vaſt Importance, for the preventing 
all Difterences that might ariſe about the Meaning of 
the Goſpels; and laſtly, would be of perpetual uſe, 


* Vid. Dr. Williams's Vindicat. of the late Arch-biſhop's Ser- 
mons, P. 16, 17, &c. Joan. Cleric. in 18. prima Commenta. £- 
varg. Joan. P. 15, 16, G6, $0 
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for the teaching all ſorts of Chriſtians more caſily to 
comprehend the Method, Reaſons and Grounds of the 
great Work of our Redemption : The two laſt of 
which are more fully laid down and explain'd in the 
Epiſtles, than in any other parts of Holy Writ. And if 
the Knowledge of them is neceſfary to Salvation, then 
it will be as neceſſary to believe thoſe places of Scri- 
pture, where they are molt fully ſtated, and moſt clear- 
ly delivered. For {ince there is no part of Scripture, 
where we are told how we were Redeemed, why Chriſt 
Redeemed us, and from what, ſo clearly and expreſly 
asin the Epiſtles, we muſt have Recourle to them, for 
. our right underſtanding of thoſe Dotrines. ' And there- 
fore there both was an abſolute neceſlity for the writing 
of the Epiſtles, and alſo is for our firm Belicf of them 
as neceſlary to Salvation, 

And thus far I hope we have eſtabliſhed the Divine 
Authority of the Epif/es,and the abſolute neceſlity of be- 
lieving ſeveral of the DoCEtrines deliver'd in them. Bur it 
mult yet be confeſſed, that all that has been proved will 
be little to the Purpole, if it can be ſhewn in the Fourth 
Place,that the Dottrines deliver'd in the Epiſtles are con- 
tradictory to thoſe in the Goſpels. But this I don't find 
in the lea(t pretended ; for it would be in vain to ſhew 
Contradictions in them, after they are allowed to be 
of Divine Inſpiration. As for there being ſeveral things 
above our Reaſon in the Epifles, the ſame ObjeQion 
may be made againſt the Goſpels ; but this cannot be 
{ſufficient to invalidate the Authority of either of them. 
The Goſpels and Epijtles both teach the ſame Chriſtia- 
nity : And tho' ſome Points of Faith are more fully 
and clearly laid down in one, than the other, and ſome 
things requir'd to be believed in the Epi/t/es, which are 

nor 
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got menticn'd inthe Goſpels ; yet they do'not diſagree 
in any one Particular: But both tend to one, and the 
{ame End, the advancing the Happineſs of Mankind. 

And this leads me to confider the Fjfth Argument, 
whereby it may appear wherher or no the Epiſtles are 
neceſſary .to be believed, and that is the Matter they 
contain. For this is the only Plea remaining why they 
ſhould be rejected, becauſe the Matters which they 
treat of, are of no Concern to us, that they have no 
relation to the Salvation of Mankind, and therefore 
cannot be thought neceflary to be believed upon that 
account, which is the great End of Revelation. For 
here the great ſtrefs:of the Controverſy lies, whether 
the DoCtrines deliver'd in the Epiſtles are of ſuch Im- 
portance, as will make them neceſſary to be believed, 
or to be an indiſpenſible part of the Rule of Faith. But 
I hope I have already made it appear, that there are 
ſeveral DoQtrines of this Nature in the Epiſtles, from 
the Apoltle's Deſign in- writing them, and from thoſe 
Texts I have before produced from them ; and therefore 
I ſhall not inliſt any more upon this Head. 

But our Author objets, that if there are any fun- 
damental Articles in the Epiſtles, yet they are ſo pro- 
miſcuouſly deliver'd with other Truths, that they are 
not to be diſtinguiſhed from them. And this he now 
tells us, was the reaſon why he did not go through the 
Writings in the Epiſtles, to colleft the fundamental Articles 
of Faith, as he had through the Preaching of our Saviour 
and his Apoſtles, becauſe thoſe fundamental Articles were 
in thoſe Epiſtles promiſcuouſly. and without a:ſtinition mixt 
with other Truths. And therefore we ſhall find and diſcern 
thoſe great aud meceſſary Points b: t rm the Preaching of our 
Saviour and the Apoſtles, ta thoſe who were yet ignorant of 
the Faith, and unconverted. But 
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But how are theſe Fundamental Points to be found 
in the Goſpels and As, better than in the Epiſtles ? 
Are there 1a them.nothing but Fundamentals ? Or are 
not theſe Fundamentals mixt wth other Truths of a 
quite different Nature, that have no reſpc&t to Man's 
Salvation? Andaif ſo, as is very apparent, what mighcy 
Advantage have the Goſpels beyond the Epiſtles upon 
this account ? Matters'of Faith, and Matters of Pra- 
ice; Fundamentals, and Things indifferent are pro- 
miſcuoully mixt together in both. But yet there is no 
great difficulty in diſcerning one from another in them. 
For the meanelt Capacity can eafily apprehend a diffe- 
rence between thoſe things which are propoſed ro our 
Belief, and thoſe to our Praftice; what are thoſe which 
have a near reſpeCt to the Covenant of Grace, and the 
Means of Salvation, and thoſe which are more for- 
reign to that End. And this difference is as caſily per- 
_ ceived in the Epiſtles, as in the Goſpels, becaule the 
Terms of Salvarion are as plainly and clearly ſet down 
in one, as the other. | 


But it is objeCted, that ſeveral Things in the Epiſtles. 


are differently interpreted, and conſequently cannot 
be abſolutely neceſſary to be believed to Salvation, be- 
cauſe Men are not agreed in their Opinions concerning 
them. To this it may be anſwered, firſt, "Thar fume 
Men are of different Opinions in their Interpretations 


of ſeveral places of the Goſpels, as well as of the E- 


piftles, But ſecondly, it may be oblerved, that the great 
and fundamental 'Truths in both have been always 
underſtood 1n..one and the ſame Sence, by the whole 
Catholick Church ; and thoſe who have difſented from 
the univerlally received Interpretation, have been ac- 
counted Engmies to the true Chriſtian Faith, hor In 
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theſe Caſes Miſtakes are generally wiltul; and iris not 
caſy to interpret any Doftrines in Scripture, different- 
ly from what the Church'has already done, if we take 
the moſt eaſy and natural Meaning of it. For the Senſe 
of Fundamentals is not fo obſcure, but a willing Mind 
may eaſily apprehend it. | 

But Lefty, We may add to all this the Conſent of 
the Univerſal'Chuech in all Ages, for the neceſlity of 
believing the 'Epiſtles, and ſeveral Articles delivered 
in them, as neceſſary to Salvation. For they have been 
hitherto eſteemed by all Orthodox Chriſtians, as part 
of the Canon of Scripture, or Rule of Saving Faith, 
and received and believed accordingly. And if this 
Argument will be of no Force to convince us of the 
neceſſity of believing them to Salvation, we mult at 
the ſame time part with one very good Reaſon for our 
belicf of the Holy Goſpels. For this is alleged for an 
Argument by our Church, in the Sixth Ayr:cle, for our 
belicf of all the received parts of Scripture, that there 
has never been any doubt of their Authority in the Church. 

And if this univerſal Conſent will be an Argument 
for the Goſpels, it cannot alſo be denied to be a very 
great Realon to perſwade us to build our Faith upon the 
Epiſtles too. For it 1s very abſurd to imagine, that the 
very next Apes to the Apoſtles ſhould be ſo far impoſed 


upon, and ſo down to the preſent Time, as to receive 


ſeveral of the DoQrines contain'd in the Epiſtles for 
fundamental Articles of Faith, if they were never de- 
ſign'd, cither by the Holy Ghoſt that Inſpired them, or 
by the Apoſtles themſelves, to be made ſuch. So that to 
aſſert the contrary, is to affirm that either all Chriſtians 
hitherto have wander'd in the Dark, or that they were 


guilty of very great Folly and Superſtition, in _ 
thoſe 
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thoſe parts of Scripture neceflary to be; believed to Sal- 
vation;”. which were never intended to be fo. | 

Some of the Epiſtles have indeed been rejected, but 
ſo have ſome of the Goſpels too. Bur as this was done 
but by a very few, ſo were they Mean of Heretical O- 
pinions. The {+ Ebionites allowed of no more of the 
Goſpels than St, Matthew, and rejefted all that was writ 
by St. Pax, calling him an Apoſtate from the Law. 
The * Marcionites owned but ſome part of the Epiſtle: 
of St. Paul to be Canonical, but they allo denied the 
Authority of all the Goſpels, except that of St. Luke, 
and then would admit no more parts of it, than would 
agree with their own Model of Divinity. Sed huzc qui- 
dem, ſays Ireneus, ſpeaking of Marcion, quoniam & ſolus 
manifefte auſus eſt circumcidere Scripturas, &c. Which 
ſhews what an unpardonable Crime he thought it to 
be for any Man, without a ſufficient Warrant for it, 
(which can be nothing leſs than a Divine Commiſſion) 
to pretend to rejeCt any parts of Holy Scripture, and 
to cut them off from the reſt, which the whole Church 
had received for Canonical. And thus whoever they 
were that denied the Divine Authority,and the neceſlity 
of believing all the parts of Scripture, ſuch as were 
alſo the Valentinians, and Manichees, with ſome few 
others, were always looked upon by the Church, to 
be no better than Hereticks. 

There were indeed ſome of the Primitive Chriſtians, 
that did not receive all the Books of the New Teſta- 
ment for Canonical ; but the reaſon was becauſe they 
were not certain they were writ by the Apoltles, yet 
after a little time they were all admitted, and univer- 
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ſally believed as neceſſary parts of Pairh. 


But now by aſſerting the 'neceſſity-of believing the 
Epiſths as part of the' Rule of "Faith, T don't mean 
that none could ever be ſaved, but who had believed 
them ; for what then, as our Author well obſerves, would 
become of thoſe Chriſtians who were fallen aſleep, before any 
of the Epiſtles were written? For no queſtion but thoſe 
who believed all that was taught them, and lived up 
to that Knowledge which their moſt diligent Enquiries 
could carry them to, ſhould be admitted into Happi- 
neſs as well as thoſe who had afterwards attained ro 
larger degrees of Faith and Knowledge. Since no one 
can be obliged to believe that, which he could not 
poſſibly have any knowledge of. For ſhould we ſup- 
poſe the Goſpel to be ſpread in ſome Heathen Parts of 
the World, that had never heard of Chri#, no Man cer- 
rainly would be ſo'uncharitable, as ro deny them Sal- 
vation, if they believed whatſoever they found there, 
and liv'd up exatly to the Precepts there delivered, 
though they had never heard of the As of the Apoſtles, 
or any of the Epifles, or no more than one of the Go/- 
pels. Or if the Caſe ſhould be thus, that they had no 
other parts of the New Teſtament, than barely ſome of 
. the Epiſtles, if they lived up to them in Matters of Faith 
and PraQtice, there can no doubt be made but they 
would be ſaved. So that in Caſes of this nature; the 
Argument holds as much for the Epiſtles, as the Goſpels, 
and nothing from hence can be drawn to the Prejudice 
of either. But where we have the Priviledge of both, 
and are aſſured that both-are of equal Authority, as 
being equally of Divine Infpiration, we are under a 
neceſſity of drawing the Articles of our Paith from 
them both, as being a moſt exaCt Body of Chriſtian 
Religion in all the Branches of it. Bur 
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But then ſome may urge, That if this ſhould be the 
Caſe of thoſe who could attain to the Knowledge 0: 
but one part.of the Chriſtian DoQUrine contain'd in the 
New Teſtament, that they ſhould as well be ſaved, as 
thoſe who have all the parts of it, and upon that ac- 
count are required:to believe more, then certainly rhe 
Condition of the other would be much more dclirable. 

To this it may be anſwered, That this ObjeQion is 
of little Force, ſince thoſe are certainly in the ſafeſt 
Condition, who have the moſt Light to guide them. 
For though a wary Traveller may poſlibly tind his way 
through a very narrow obſcure Paſſage, yet thoſe who 
take the broadeſt Road are moſt certain of finding the 
{ureſt way to their Journeys end. Bur beſides, the more 
Evidence we have for our Faith, and the greater the 
Confirmation of it may be, by the abundant Repetition 
of Inſpiration and Miracles for the Eftabliſhment of ir ; 
and laſtly, the more full, clear and expreſs the Articles 
of our Faith are, and the oftner God has been pleaſed 
to give us an Explanation of them, ſo much the more 
likely are we to avoid Miſtakes, to give our unfeigned 
Aſlent to them, and to ſuffer them to make more laſt- 
ing Impreſſions upon our Minds. 


And thus I hope I have ſufficiently Vindicated the 
Divine Authority of the Epiſtles, and the neceſſity of 
making them part of the Rule of Faith that's required 
to Salvation. And we ought to be the more concerned 
for the Defenſe of them, becauſe ſeveral DoCtrines 
which have been always maintained by the univerſal 
Church, ſuch as the DoQtrine of the SatisfaiFion, and 
the true Reeſpn of Chriſt's coming into the World, will 
not fo ealily be maintained VM a Bclicf of _ 

2 ut 


jy 


A Vindication of &C. 


But if theſe ſacred Writings are eſteemed, as they are, 
and were really deſigned: to be, the infallible Guides 
to us in our underſtanding the Myſtery 'of ' the great 
Work of our Redemption, and for the more clearly 
ſtating and explaining of all thatis required for our Be- 
lief and Praftice, we are under: an\.abſolute neceſlity 
to preſerve them inviolably, and-to vindicate' thei Be- 
lief of them, as' much as of any-other parts of Divine 
Revelation. 
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"NA ND now'T'come in the next place to examine 
the Reaſon -our Author aſſigns for Chris coming 

into the World. And this, we mult allow, can be un- 
derſtood no way fo well as by conſidering what the p. 1. 
Scripture fhews we loſt by Adam. For itis on.this thar 
the whole Deciſion of the Caſe depends : Since which 
way fſoever it is that the whole Bent of Scripture in- 
clines, there we ought to fix our Faith. And here alſo 
there is no reaſon why we ſhould diſſent from the 
Reaſonableneff of | Chriſtianity, that Since theſe ſacred p- 2: 
Writings were deſigned by God for the Inſtraition of the il- 
literate Bulk of Mankind in the way to Salvation, as well 
as others of larger Capacities, they ought generally and in 
neceſſary Points to be underſtood in the plain diretF Meani 
of the Words and Phraſes,. ſuch as they may be ſuppoſed to 

zve had in the Months of the Speakers, who uſed them ac- 
cording to the Language of that Time and Country wherein 
they lived, without putting any artificial and forced Senſes 
upon them. 

Now what we loſt by Adesm may indeed be ſeen, as 
our Author urges, from the' ſecond and third Chapters 
of Geneſis, and rhat was Bliff and Immortality, and 4 
perfett State of Righteouſneſs, which was without any of 
the Miſeries of Life, or fear of Death. But what the 
Poniſhment of his Tranſgrefſion was, or more proper- 
ly ſpeaking, would have been, had not the Meſſiah _ 
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then promiſcd to recover him from his lapſed State, 
and had not the Merits of his future SatisfaQtion been 
unputcd to him, and all his Poſterity from his Fall, is 

not ſoclearly diſcovered by any part of that Hiſtory. 
'The Seotence denounced againſt him, if be ſinned, 
was only this: In the day that thou eateſft: thereof, thou 
(balt ſurely die. Now this indeed does threaten the 
Puniſhment of Death, or Mortality to the Body, aad 
does not ſcem to imply any future ExpeQation of Eter- 
nal Miſery, for he was from that time ſubje& to a ſtare 
of Death and Mortality. Aad this is a part of the 
Puniſhment which devolves on all his Poſterity, 1 Cor. 
15.22. In Adam all die, 1.e, to uſe our Author's words, 
by reaſon of his Tranſgreſſion, all Men are mortal, and 
come to die. But though this may be admitted as the na- 
tural Meaning of thole Words, yet it cannot be infer'd 
from them, that the Soul alſo ſhould be ſubje& to the 
ſame Death and Mortality with the Body, as our Au- 
thor contends, or that the whole Man ſhould ceaſe to 
be, or that By the loff of Men's Souls in Scripture could 
only be meant the loſs of their Lives. For beſides this 
Opinion ſeems wholly precarious, and is no way coun- 
tenanc'd by this other part of the Sentence : Curſed is 
the Ground for thy ſake, in ſorrow ſhalt thou eat of it all 
the days of thy Life, in the ſweat of thy Face ſhalt thou cat 
Bread, till thou return unto the Ground, for out of it waſt 
thou taken, for Duſt thou art, and to Def ſbalt thou return. 
Which words will by no means infer that Concluſion 
which our Author draws from them, wiz. That his Life 
ſhould end in the Duſt out of which he was made, and to which 
he ſhould return, end then have no more Life or Senſe, than 
the Duſt bad out of mhich he was taken, For it is not 
poſlible that the Mortality of the Sou! ſhould be _ 
| : rom 


of Chriſt's Coming. 
from-hence:: Nay, the direaly contrary ſeems nece(Ta- 

rily implied, For the returning unto the Ground, for Duſt 

thou art, and to Duſt ſhalt thow return, can relate only 
to'that part of Man, which was formed out of the 
Duſt. And therefore if the Soul was of a different O- 
riginal, and of a Divine Extract, as we are told in 
Gen. 2.7. And God formed Man of the Duſt of the Ground, 

and breathed into his Noſtrils the breath of Life, and Man 
became a living Soul : It 1s plain that the Soul could not 

be included in the Sentence. And therefore by this 

| Sentence of Death, or that of iv Duſt ſhalt thou return, 
cannot be underſtood a total ceaſing to be, or a loling 

of all Aitions of Life and Senſe, which the Reaſonableneſs P. G. 
of Chriflianity ſomuch contends for. 

But moreover ; if we are to underſtand no more of 
the Nature and Extent of the Sentence, than 1s to be 
found in. the ſecond and third Chapters of Geneſis, and 
may have no Recourſe to the Goſpel Diſpenſation, c- 
ſpecially to that part of it deliver'd in the Ep:fles, T 
would deſire to know by what Authority our Author 
includes the Poſterity of Adam in the Puniſhment, and p. -. 
makes them ſubje&- to Death for his Diſobedience, 
ſince there is not the leaſt mention of them in the Sen- \ 
tence. For that ſeems direQly level'd againſt him, and 
not to include any others in it. Indeed our Author 
proves it from Rom: 5." 12. By one man Sin entred into the 1. 4. 
world, and Death by Sin. But if he has no other Proof 
for it, than from the Epiſtles, this would be no ſufficient 
Reaſon to make ir an Article of our Paith, ſince ac- 
cording to him we are not to fetch any Articles of Faith 
from the Epi/tles. - So that this-is all would be left for 
-u$: to believe as to this, that all Men are ſubject: ro 


_ Death, but that God has not indiſpentibly required us 
to, 
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to believe, that ic was a Puniſhment due to-all Men for 
Adam's Tranſgreflion. From whence..it appears, that 
the full Extent even of Adem's Puniſhment cannot be 
gather'd from the Sentence denounc'd againſt him, 
which in the plaineft Sence of the Words, could only 
threaten Death or Mortality to the Body, and not a 
Death of the ſame kind to the Soul. Nor that even this 
can be proved from the Nature of the Sentence, as we 
find ir recorded in the ſecond and third Chapters of 
Geneſis, that Death was entail'd upon all Adam's Po- 
ſterity for his Offence. And therefore it muſt be from 
the NVew Teſtament, where we have more Light, and 
larger Diſcoverics to guide us, that we mult expect a 
clearer Account of the Nature of the Puniſhment 
that was due to Adam, and what ſort of Death it was 
that his Poſterity was freed from by Chriſt's Coming 
into the World. | 

But by the way, ſince his chief Argument for-his 
Notion of Adsm's Puniſhment, is, that norhing more 


15-meant in the Sentence denounc'd againſt him, I would 


defire to know, why by Death in that place may not 
be meant an Eternal Loſs of God's Favour, in a State 
of Exiftence, as well as by never Dying in many other 
places, is to be underſtood an Eternal Enjoyment of 
Happineſs, or a Freedom from Eternal Miſery. For by 
not Dying in fuch- like places, is not meant an Exem- 
prion from the common Fate of all Men, but only not 
Dying after that\manner which others do, who believe 
not in Chriſt. And if by this, Foh. 11. 26. He that be- 
lieveth on me ſhall never dye, or as in another place, He 
that heareth my word, and believeth on him that ſent me, 
hath everlaſting Life, and ſhall not come into condemnation, 


Joh. 5.24. can only be interpreted of an Immortal 
State 
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State of Bliſs and Immortality, then I ſee no Reaſon 
why the Sentence of Death, or Condemnation may not 


imply an Erernal Loſs of that Happineſs in a State of 


Miſery, eſpecially ſince I have already ſhewn, that the 
Mortality of the Soul could not be included in that 
Sentence of Death denounc'd againſt Adam. 

And beſides if there have been different degrees of 
Happinels or Miſery in the other World, from che very 
beginning , as is evident from the whole Tenour of 
Scripture, and if the Souls of Men have been immor- 
tal, as may be eaſily evinc'd from Scripture and Philo- 
{ophy, unleſs we can prove that any of them have been 
annihilated by God, then we have reaſon to believe 
that the Puniſhment due to Adam, and all his finning 
Poſterity, was to have been Eternal Miſery. 

From all this it is evident, that Adam's Puniſhment 
does not m_ from Scripture to conſiſt only in a 
Temporal Death ; but that as he fell from a State ot 
perfe&t Obedience, as our Author has granted, p. 3. and 
was conſequently uncapable of pleaſing God ; to the na- 
ture of his Puniſhment, and that which all Mankind 
ſhould have undergone, for all were Sinners, will be belt 
known from what the Scripture declares concerning 
the Reaſon of Chriſt's coming into the World. And 
that was to make SatisfaQtion for the Sins of the 
whole World, and to reſtore Mankind to the Favour 
of God, by ſuffering in our ſtead, and being made 
Sin for us. And that this was the true End of his 
Coming into the World, and of his Sufferings, is evi- 
dent from the PrediQions concerning him, and from 
the Conſent of both Goſpels and Epiſtles. The Pro- 
pheſy of 1/ai«h is very full and expreſs in aſſigning 
the End of- Chriſt's Coming. Surely he hath born our 
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Griefs, and carried onr Sorrows. He was wounded for our 


"'Tranſgreſſion, and was ey 22 for our Iniquities. Fe was 


numbred with the Tranſgreſſors, and he bore the ſin of many, 
and made Interceſſion for the Tranſgreſſors. All which are 
{o very plain and intelligible, rhar the Force of them 
cannot be evaded. So that the true End of Chriſt's 
Coming, was not only to obtain for us Bliſs and Im- 
mortality, which we loſt by Adam, but allo in order to 
efte&t that, to redeem us from our Sins, and the Guilt 
of them, and to deliver us from the Wrath to come, by 
the Propitiatory Sacrifice of himſelf for us. 

We have alto this End of Chriſt's Coming to fave 
Sinners, often mention'd in the Goſpels. Thou ſhalt call 
his Name Emanuel, for he ſhall ſave his people from their 
ſins. And, Behold the Lamb of God, who taketh away the 
fins of the World. And our Saviour himſelf hath aſſured 
us, if we can believe his own Words, That God ſo loved 
the World, that he gave his only begotten Sop, that whoſo- 
ever believeth on him ſhould not periſh, i. e. Should not 
Die eternally, or be for ever Miſerable, but have ever- 
laſting © ip For God ſent not his Son into the World to 
condemm the World, but that the World throuzh him might 
be ſaved. For would not the Condition of all Mankind 
have been eternally miferable, without Chriſt's coming 
into the World ; but their only Puniſhment have been 
only a ceaſing to be after Death, T'think'it is neither 
an Abſurdity or Hereſy to fay, Thar it would have 
been much more advantagious for Mankind that Chr:/7 
ſhould never have come into the World; fince it would 
have been much better that all Men ſhonld have had 
ant End pur to' their Beings by Death, 'than'that patt 


- of Mankind 'only ſhotild be ſaved, as it'now wilt be, 
and the reſt be Condemned toEternalMiſery, though 


it 
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it be by their awn Dcfaults. For the Puniſhment 
of even all Mankind by ſuch a Death, does not ſeem 
to bear a ſufficient Proportion to the Erernal Miſery of 
but, one Soul. So thar we muſt allow that Chrilt's 
coming into the World was to fave thoſe that believe 
and repent, from Eternal Torment in another World, 
or clſe that his Coming to fave us was a general Dil- 
advantape. | 
But moreover, we have ſ{cveral other Expreſſions in 
Scripture, of Chriſt's Dying for #s while we were yet Sin- ROM. 5. | 
ners ; That he was a Propitiation for our Sins; He was” 
| maae Sin for us, who knew no Sin. Hath redeemed us from 1 Joln 
the curſe of the Law, being made a curſe for us, who his own 4. 1c. 
ſelf bare our Sins in his own Body on the Tree ; with in-2 <0! 
numerable others to ghe fame Purpoſe, which do un- 5: ©* 
deniably evince the true End of Chriſt's Satisfaction, 
viz. That the ſuffering for our Sins, and the Subſtitu- 
tion of himſelf in our ſtead, was to deliver us from the 1 1heii 
Wrath to come. Which Expreſſion can ſignify no other- 1: '© 
wiſe, than that Chriſt by his Meritorious Oblation 
and Sacrifice of himſelf, hath delivered us from the 
Eternal Miſery which we mult otherwiſe have ſufter'd 
in the World to come. For there is no other Wrath 
which Good Men are exempted:from ; for they are (till 
as much expos'd to the Troubles 'and Miſeries of this 
Life as before, and as much, and-in the ſame manner 
as before ſubje& to Mortality. Nor can this mean a 
Freedom from an eternal cealing to be after Death ; 
q for that would make no ſenſe of the word Wrath, or 
the fiery Indignation of God, which very empharically 
denotes a future Puniſhment after this Life. But was 
it poſlibic to wreſt the Scriptures to any other ſence, or 
M to make it appear, that they. do not fignify what we 
5 I 2 Pre- 
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pretend they do ; yet were not Chriit's Suffering a 
SatisfaCtion for our Sins, his manner of: Dying can be 
no way accounted for, wherein'he ſeem'd to ſhew 
much leſs Courage and Reſolution than either any of 
his Diſciples, or the lower Rank of Martyrs. They 
iuffer'd Joyfully, and with the greateſt Reſolutions, 
but he felt in himſelf dreadful Azonies,. and endured 
bloudy Sweats, and ſeem'd almolt like One 1n Deſpair, 
when he cry*'d our, My God, my God, why haſt thou for- 
[aken me. All which can have no good Reaſon aſſign'd 
for them, unleſs we allow that he ſuffer'd in our itead 
to ſatisfy God's Juſtice, and bore our Sins in his own 
Body, and became a Propitiation for us, which is what 
we mean by SatisfaQion. 

But we do not hereby mean that Chriſt ſuffered the 
{ame Puniſhment which we ſhould have done, but only 
that the Dignity of his Perſona made his Sufferings e» 
quivalent to the Eternal Puniſhment of a whole World 
of Sinners. Nor will this Notion of Chriſt's SatisfaQtion 
take away the Belief of God's freely forgiving Sinners, 
as ſome late Socinian Writers have pretended ; for as 
Chriſt freely offer'd himſelf to ſuffer for us, ſo God freely 
without any Deſert of ours, accepted of his SatisfaQtion 
which he was no way obliged to. 

But beſides, the Types and Repreſentations of our 
Saviour's Sacrifice for us, by the Goat that was ſlain for 

Lev. 16. a Sin-offering, to make an Attonement for the People, 
and by the Sins of the People being transferr'd upon 
the Scape-Goar, clearly prove, that Chrilt's SatisfaQion 
muſt be alſo for our Sins. And thus was God's Juttice 
fatisfy'd by the Puniſhmeat of Sin, . not in the Perſons 
offending, but in the Eternal Son of God, who paid the 
Ranſom for them with his owa-Bloud. ——_—_—_ 

thoſe 
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thoſe who deny that Chriſt died for us in that Senſe, 
do in effect deny that he properly died for us at all, . he- 
cauſe they do not aflign the true Reaſons for it, which 
are-declar'd in Scripture. 

\ But that thoſe Arguments from Scripture of Chriſt's 
dying for us, and in our ſtead, follow from the 
cealy and natural meaning of thoſe Texts, I ſhall evince 
from other Expreſſions in Scriprure of the like Nature, 
and from common Cultoms and Ways of ſpeaking in 
che World ; Whereby it will appear, thar no other [n- 
terpretation can poſſibly be put upon them. Thus in 
the Lamentations : Our Fathers have ſinned and are not, 
and we have born their Iniquities, i.e. Have ſuffered 
Puniſhment for their Sins : So Chriſt's bearing the Sins 
of many, can only be underſtood of ſuffering for them. 
So in Ezekiel : The Soul that finneth it ſball die, the Son Ch. 18. 
ſhall not bear the iniquity of the Father, that is, ſhall not v. 25. 
ſuffer for his Sin. And alſo by one Man's ſuffering for 
another, 1s meant a transferring the Puniſhment upen 
himſelf, as in the Words of St. Peter to our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour, 1 will lay down my Life for thee, 1. e. To ſave or re- ]oh. 1; 
deem thine. And the Expreſſion of Caiphas does alſo 35. 
import the ſame, 1t is expedient for us that owe Man ſhould 
die for the people, and that the whole Nation periſh not, i.e. 

It is neceſſary that One ſhould die, to free the reſt from 
Deſtruction. And therefore he adviſed, that Chriſt 
ſhould be ſacrificed, to prevent the Ruine. of their Na- 
tion by 'the Romays. And to the ſame ſenſe are the 
words of Jehy :* If any of the men eſcape, he that letteth > K;-+ 
him go, his Life ſball be for the Life of him, 1. e. He ſhall ic. >. 
ſufikcr rhe Punithment defign'd tor the other. 
We-may-add to this the Expreffions that occur in 
Profane Authors, that gnike the ſuffering of o__ for 
"0 another, 
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another. For by their expiere orimins, or. ſrelus, piacr- 
lum fiert, populum luſtrere, and the,like, they generally 
meant. a freeing. others from an; impending Evil, by 
ſuffering the Puniſhment in their ſtead. And this-is 
very plain by a great many Inſtances 1a Hiſtory ; par- 
ticularly in that noted one of the Decij, who (acrificed 
ms for the good of their Country, or offered 
rhemſclves for an Expiation of - the -reſt. And this 
Cuſtom of ſacrificing one for all, - was very common 
with the Heathens, almoſt in all Ages. And they have 
uſcd ſuch Expreſſions for it, as are uſed in Scripture, to 
denote the great Piacular Sacrifice for the Sins of the 
whole World. As in the * Tragedian : = 


T«Tus mus dagheiegr pas Ni, 
EE2y ey miyruy way Saighora Sanity. 


That it was not _ or him to {ae the Deſtruttion 
of fo many things, when he might redeem them with the Sa- 


crifice of one Life, that of his Danghter. Aqd a little 
aiter he adds: | 


T3 '«y 5 Tad) ciewO®, 1 wie wirn 
Ti2auws Swizon f S UmghIforror, 
Ka! Þ matony, & No y iwurabgns 
Eo 4. 


That his Daughter wontd vecerve abundant Honour by 
offering her ſelf for a Sacrifice or Expiation to ſave both 
the City, her Mother, Sifters, and weareſt Relations. 

Therez might be brought innumerable Inſtances of 
this Nature, out of the moſt Ancient Greek and Latin 


* Euripid. Ereche. Tom., 2; P- 468. Ed. Cautab. _— 


Hiſto- 
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Hittorians, to ſhew that by a Man's being a Sacti- 
fice they meant a ſuffering for, and in the [fead of 0- 
thers, to transfer the Faults of others upon himſelf: 
Which are ſufficient to vindicate our interpreting thoſe 
places of Scripture that mention the Sacrifice of Chriſt, 
ro the ſence of a Satisfaction for the Sins of the World, 
lince they cannot poſſibly bear any other Meaning, 

So that the natural Reſult of all will be this; That 
2s the Scripture has in very many places aſfured us, that 
Chriſt died for our Sins, and in our ſtead, by bearing 
our Sins in his own Body, thereby 'to deliver us from 
the Wrath to come, and that thoſe are the true Inter- 
pretation and Sence of thoſe places, which the Words 
do moſt naturally import; ſo is it moſt evident, that 
the End of Chriſt's Coming into the World, was for 
ſome other Deſign than to give us a Title to Immor- 
tality : And that was to put us in a Condition of ſaving 
our [elves from Everlaſting Miſery, which we ſhould 
otherwiſe moſt unavoidably have ſuffered. And there- 
fore if either Goſpe/s or Epiſtles may be allowed to be 
true, that cannot be the only End of Chriſt's Coming 
into the World, which is afſign'd by the Author of the 
Reaſonableneſs of Chriſtianity. For certainly that is the 
molt true, and moſt neceſſary to be belieyed, which ts 
-moit agrecable to Divine Revelation. 


What 
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What we are to Believe concerning 
CHRIST. 


Come now to examine that part of the Reaſonable- 
neſs of Chriſtianity, which I propoſed in the laſt 
place to conſider, And: this relates to our Faith in Chriit, 
which the Author makes to conſiſt in the Belief of this 
one Article, That he «5 the Son of God, the Saviour of the 
World, or the Meſſiah. And for the Proof of this he cites 
very many places of Scripture : As Joh. 3. 36. He that 
believeth on the Son hath Eternal Life, and he that believeth 
not the Son, [ball not ſee Life. And in the next Chapter, 
from the Belief of the Samaritans, who ſaid to the 
Woman, We believe not any longer becauſe of thy ſaying, 
for we have heard our ſelves, and do know that this is indeed 
the Chriſt the Saviour of the World. And from the words 
of St. Peter, Lord to whom ſhall we go ? Thou haſt the 
words of Eternal Life, and we believe, and are ſure that thou 
art the Meſſiah, the Son of the Living God. And from 
hence he gathers, that this was the Faith which d1- 
ſtinguiſhr them from Apoſtates and Unbelievers ; and 
was ſuficient to continue them in the Rank of the A- 
poſtles. And that ir was upon the ſame Profeſſion that 
Zeſus was the Meſſiah, the Son of the livinz God, owned 
by St. Peter, that our Saviour ſaid he would build his 

Church, Matth. 16. 18. 
The Belief of this one Article, as the only neceſſary 
one to Salvation in the New Covenant, is the _ 

| wit 
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" with what is maintain'd by Mr. Hobbs, and proved 
after the very ſame manger, as may be ſeen by any one 
that will take the Pains to read the Eighteenth Chap. 
of his Book De Cive, which treats of Religion, Sect. 5. 
&c. His' words are, Credere in Chriflum quid eſt ? Vel 
fidei in Chriſtum quenam propoſitio eſt objeftum ? To which 
he anſwers, Credere in Chriſtum eſt nihil aliud quam cre- 
dere Jeſum eſſe Chriſtum, nimirum illum, qui ſecundum 
Moſis & Prophetarum Iſraclitorum wvaticinia, venturns e- 
rat in hunc mundum, ad Inſtituendum Regnum Dei. And 
then after he has brought very many Proofs out of the 
Goſpels and Ads, the very ſame which our Author 
has done, he tells us that Alia fides ad wvitam eternam 
preter illum Articulum non requirebatur, SeQ. 10. And 
chat Ubicung; legimus ſervatorem noſtrum cujuſpiam fidem 
laudaſſe, wel dixiſſe fides Tua te ſalvum fecit, vel ſanaſſe 
quempiam propter fidem, ibi propoſitio credita alia non erat 
quam hec, Jeſus eft Chriſtus, vel dirette wel per conſequens. 
I need not produce more Inſtances from Mr. Hobbs, 
to ſhew that our Author and he agree conceraing the 
—_— of Believing this one Article only ; and - 
have taken the ſame Method for the Proof of it, by ci- 
ting ſeveral Texts from the Preaching of our Saviour, 
and his Apoſtles, in the 4s, and no farther. For if any 
one will be ſo curious as to read them both over, he will 
find, that they only differ ſo much as a Copy does from 
an Original. | 
But it is not my Deſign by this to poſſeſs any one 
with.a Belief that our. Author's DoQrine is falſe, be- 
caule it is the very ſame with that of Mr. Hobbs. For 
it mult be:granted, that can be no'good Reaſon for re- 
jeQing ir,it it be otherwiſe found agreeable to the whole 
'Tenour of Scripture : Which it now be my Bult- 
nels to enquire, K But 
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But in order to this it may be neceſſary to examine 
whether. Soz of God, and Meſſiah, or Chriſt, always 
lignific the ſame in Scripture, which ,qur Author, as 
well as Mr. Hebbs ſo much contend, for... And indeed it 
may not perhaps appear that they are of different Signi- 
hcation from ſome of thoſc Texts which have been made 
uſe of to prove it. As where Son of God and Chriſt are 
mention'd in the ſame-Propofition, particularly in Act. 
8.:37. I believe that Feſus Chriſt is the-Son of God, For 
there Chriſt being part of the ſubjeQ of the Propolition, 
and upon that account might be made uſe of as a pro- 
per Name only to denote the Perſon, may not neceſſa- 
rily imply, that in all other places it imports a difterent 
Sence trom the Son of God. Nor do the Confellions of 
Martha and St. Peter, as conlidered in themſelves, ſeem 
neceffarily to infer a difference between Chriſt, and the 
Son of God. We believe, and know that thou art the Chriſt 
the Sow of the Living God. For they may _ EX- 
preſs no more than diffterent Denominations of the 
ſame Thing, and only mean, that they believed him 
to be the Chriſt, who was alſo called the Son of God, 
which was to be one of the Titles and CharaQters of 
their Mefhiah. But if theſe Paſlages, as ſingly con- 
ſider'd, ſhould be granted not to prove a - Difference, 
yer neither can the contrary be infer'd from them. 
And we can with as much, if not more reaſon cons 
clude, that one of thofe Terms does imply a larger Sig- 
nification than the other, even in theſe Texts, as 1t 
ean be evinc'd, on the other ſide, that they do not ; e- 
ipecially i& we compare them with the Sence they moſt 
mecciilybeay in qther .places. For-it ſeems evident 
from very many Paſſages of Scripture, that Sox of God 
ts an Expreſhon that denotes our. Saviour's —_—_ 
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and is not a Title only attributed to him, either upon 
account of his Office as Me/#ah, or by reaſon of his 
Miraculous Birth, or Conception by the Holy Ghoſt. 
And this appears from thoſe Texts in Heb. 1. God who 
ſpake in times paſt by the Prophets, has in theſe laſt days 
oken unto us by his SON, whom he hath appointed Heir of 
all things, and by whom alſo he made the World. Now if by 
Son in this place is not meant his being ſo before his 
coming into the World, as Meſlialt, he is very improper- 
ly called Heir of all thinss, for it ſhould otherwiſe 
have been Heir of thoſe things which were after he had 
an Exiftence. So alfo, by whom he made the Worlds, ne- 
ceſſarily ſhew, that he was So of God before the be- 
ginning of the World. And again, When he bringeth in 
the firſt Begotten into the world, he ſaith, And let all the 
Angels of God worſhip him. Which Adoration we can 
hardly ſuppoſe would be required of Angels, upon the 
alone account of his being. the Meſſiah, conceived by 
the Holy Ghoſt, and born of a Virgin. But the cauſe 
of this 1s laid down in the 8 ver. For unto the SON he 
ſaith, Thy Throve O God is for ever and ever. Which 
gives a plain reaſon why he ſhould be worihiped even 
by Angels, as Son of God, becauſe himſelf was G OD 
from all Ereratry. 

To this we may add thoſe words delivered by our 
Saviour, in that Form of Baptiſm, which he command- 
ed his Diſciples to obſerve in initiating Men into Chri- 
Rtianity, to ſhew thar'the term So» muſt ſignify a God 
by Nature. Go and teach all Nations, Baptizing them in 
the Nan of the Father, and of the SON, and of the Holy 
Ghoſt. Where if So muſt be interpreted of his being 
fo only by 'his Birth and Office, it will lead us into a 
very -untnteftigible Faith. Where an equal Belief ts 

K 2 re- 


08 


Hhat we are to Believe 


required, and yet in very unequal: Perſons': One'a God 
irom all Eternity, and another of no longer Exiſtence, 


than ſince his being born of a Virgin. :$0 that if Sor 


of 'God in that place does not- mean our: Saviour's Di- 
vinity, we mult allow it to be. very affuming in our Sa- 
viour, -to oblige his Followers to the ſame Faith in, and 
Dependance on him, who was not God, as on him who 
was {o from all Eternity. And therefore it appears that 
Son of God does imply an Equality with the Father, 
and conſequently muſt be underſtood of Chriſt's being 
God by Nature. | 

But beſides, if Sox offGod does no where neceſſarily 
import any more than his being ſo by his miraculous 
Conception, or from his Office; upon what Ground 
was it thought by the whole Church to fignifie A God 
by Nature ; or by what Authority was it inſerted in 
our Creeds, that he was begotten before all Worlas, if 
there is no intimation of it in Scripture, or if the Title 
of Son of God in Scripture does no where imply that he 
was ſo before his being born of a Virgin. So that we 
muſt either renounce that Article in our Creed, or be- 
lieve that the figaification which is there given of the 
Son of God has uts Foundation in Holy Writ. 

Indeed Adam and others are called Sons of God 
1g Scripture, but it is plain that Title whea attributed 
to our Saviour, ſignifics very differently from it, when 
fpoken of them, becauſe onr Saviour 1s called in very 
many places, the only begotten Son of God, which could 
not have been affirmed of him, if he was not fo upon 
a very difterent account, from what Adam, or others 
Were. | 
But beſides, it ſeems evident that Meſiab and Sor of 


God. are not ſynonimous Terms, from what Sr. Joe 
FElS 
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tells us, that his Goſpel was written, that we might be- 
lieve that Jeſus is the Chriſt, the Son of God, i.e. That Joh. 20. 
we might be perſwaded to believe the one, and the o- 31. 
ther, or that there was more to be believed by every 
Chriſtian, than IO was the Me//:ah, for he muſt 
allo be acknowledged to be the Sox of God, 1.e. God. And 
that this muſt be the meaning of theſe Words of St. John, 
is plain from what is generally allowed by the ancient 
Fathers, to have been the Deſign cf his Goſpel, which 
was to alert the Divinity of Chriſt, againſt thoſe that 
oppoſed it, as he has done at large in his firſt Chapter. 
And if this cannot be queſtion'd to have been St. John's 
Deſign in his Goſpel, the foremention'd Propoſition 
muſt mean more, than that was all that was requir'd to 
be believed, thatJeſus was the Chriſt ; and conſequent- 
ly that Son of God is of a larger fignification than 
Meſſzah. For it they mean only the ſame, then St. John 
himſelf does not affign the true Reaſon for his writing 
that Goſpel : For it appears that he had certainly a- 
nother End in it, than barely to prove Jeſus to be the 
Meſhah. But if they mean difterently, and Sox of God 
does there denote Chriſt's Divinity, then we have in 
that foremention'd Paſſage the whole Intention of the 
Apoſtles aſſign'd for his writing that Goſpel, namely, 
:. o ſhew that Jeſus was the Chrift, and that he was 

0d. | 

We may add to all this, that the Jews (from whom 
we may beſt underſtand the meaning of that Expreſſion) 
believed that God was meant by it. For a good work, Joh. : ©: 
ſay they, we ſtone thee not, but = Blaſphemy, and that ; ,. 
becauſe thou being Man, makeſt thy ſelf God ; which was 
only by ſaying,that he was the Sox of God. Which ſhews ver. 36, 


that they underſtood more by the So of Gad, than w_ 
only 
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only the Meffiah. And this Interpretation the Hig - 
@- 


Mat. 26. Prieſt put upon it, when he accus'd him of Blaſp 


mp, tor ſaying he was the Son of God, | | 
- But it will probably be objected to this, that our Sa- 
viour has himſelf explain'd what he meant by Sor of 


'God, in his Anſwer+-to the Jews, when they accus'd 


him of Blaſphemy : Is #t not written in your Law, T ſaid 
ye are Gods, if he called them Gods, unto whom the word of 
God came, bow ſay ye of bim whom the Father hath ſanii- 
fied, and ſent into the-World, Thou blaſphemeſt, becauſe 1 
ſaid, I «m the Son of God? Joh. 10. 34, 35, 36. But does 
ir appear from heace, that our Saviour has declared, 
that there is no more meant by his being called the 
Son of God, than that he was ſanQify'd, and ſeat by 
God ?- All that can be concluded from this Paſſage 1s 
only this, That ſuppoling he was no more than one thus 
ſent from Heaven, yet it would not then be Blaſphemy 
to aſſume che Title of Sox of God. But that ts by no 
means a Conceſſion, that that Title did not belong to 
him upon any other account. But belides, it may as 
well be infer'd from hence, that our Saviour was not 


_ God; for he as much there declares, that he was not 


God, as that his Title of Sox of God was only to de- 
note his Divine Mifſhon, and he ſeems to allow that 
Son of God, or God (ignifte the ſame, as the Jews under- 
ſtood it. So that this Text cannot be brought to ſhew, 
that Son of God and Mef#ah are the ſame. 

But there is one FTexr more which may be urged to 
prove Son of God and” Meſſiah the ſame ; and that is 
Luk. 1.35. The Holy Ghoſt ſhall come upon thee, and the 
Power of the Higheſt ſhall overfſhadow thee : Therefore alſo 
that holy thing which ſhall be born of thee, ſhall be called the 
Son of God, But if the true Occafton of his being = 

rac 
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the Sox of God 1s here ſet down, then it is plain that the 
other Inttance laſt mention'd was not to the Purpoſe : 
Becauſe there the reaſon of that Character is pretended 
to be by our Savjour's own. Confeſſion, only upon the 
account of his being /aniify'd, and ſent by God. So that 
one of them mult be given up, as proving nothing in 
che Caſc. But neither does this latter Text give us a 
full account of our Saviour's being Sox of God : It only 
tells us one Reaſon why he ſhould be called fo,in his Hu- 
mane Nature, as being conceiv'd by the Holy Ghoſt of a 
Virgin. But "tis plain that this was not deſign'd to take 
io the full Sence of that Expreſſion, becaule there are 
other places in Scripture, that- give that Title to our 
Saviour, where it can only relate to his eternal Exiſt- 
ence, as has been already ſhewed. 

But it will farther appear from hence, that the Jews 
thought Sox of God to ſignify more than being the 
Chriſt. That tho” before, and at the time of our Savis» 
our's Coming, they gave the Title of Son of God to 
their expeted Meſſiah, and the * Chaldee Paraphraſt, 
and all the Learned Rabbizs had conſtantly interpreted 
that Paſſage in P/al. 2. Thou art my Son, &c. of the 
Mcſhah ; yet afrer our Saviour's Coming, they not only 


altered that Interpretation, but alſo denied that they - 


ever expected their + Meſhah ſhould be the Sox of God, 
leaſt the Chriſtians ſhould: take Advantages of it, as 
one of their Do&ors acknowledges. Which is ſufficient 
to ſhew that the Jews, who after our Saviour's Coming, 


* Vid. Dr. Pocock Nor. ad Maimonid. p. 316. Þ I«&2i& 3 
5x oy Gponoynoxt Ins agogimas Tis frmy iter Ons bo. 3 3d Atryvoiv 
ir Im1 iifes & eros 04 O45) of mnduus 5 Cnraar aeys nuds whies 
mel ju Os, ws £HNybg oy) Gr mers vos wegprlivlir)@:. Orig. 
Adverſ, Celf. lib, 1. 
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denicd this Title of Son of God to their expeQed 
Meſſiah, did believe that it ſignify'd more than only 
being the Meſſiah ; for they Tlown'd it, becauſe che 
thought it would prove whaty the Chriftians made u 
of it for, the Divinity of the Meſſiah. But this I may: 
have more occaſion to conſider by and by. From all 
that has been urged it ſeems evident, that as Me//iah and 
Son of God do not {ignify the ſame, ſo there is ſome- 
thing more neceſlarily requir'd to be believed beſides 
this Propoſition, that Jeſus is Chriſt, or the Meſſiah. 
But it we ſhould ſuppoſe the believing Jeſus to be the 
Meſfrah ſufficient to make a Man a Chriſtian, will ir 
be the believing that bare Propoſition that qualifies 
him for ſuch a CharaQter ? If it will not of it ſelt, what 
ſence muſt it be taken in ? Mult every one be left to 
his own private Explication, or muſt it be received 
according to the general Sence of Scripture ? Now if 
we are to believe it as deliver'd in ſacred Writ, I would 
know in what Place it is there declar'd, that the be- 
lieving it in ſuch a particular ſence, juſt ſo, and no 
otherwiſe, is requir'd as abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation. 
For if the explicite Belief of that Article only is ſuffici- 
ent, why are we not informed from what particular 
Text of Scripture we muſt draw the ſence of ir, to be 
believed in ſuch a manner only, upon the Forfeiture of 
Salvation: For it is not much to the Purpoſe, to ſay that 
this Propofition is alone requir'd to make a Man a Chri- 
ſtian, unleſs there can be produced the ſame Authority 
for the abſolute neceſſity of believing it in ſuch a ſence. 
But perhaps it will be ſaid in Anſwer to this, that 
our Author has explain'd this Propoſition from the De- 
clarations of Scripture concerning it ; and that this is 
the full ſence of it, which he has deliver'd p. 31. and 
__ IC- 
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repeated in his Vindication, p. 28. Believing Jeſus to be 
the Saviour promiſed, ' and taking him now raiſed from the 


Dead, ” and conſtituted the Lord and Judge of Men, to be 


their Kyng and Ruler; But itmay be demanded, whether 
rhis is the full-/Seace and Interpretation of ir in Scri- 
pturez and whether-this is all that is required to be 
believed concerning 'the Meffiah ; or where it is laid 
down in Scripture, that this Sence-and Meaning of Je- 
ſus being the Mefſſah, excluſive of all others, is to be be- 
lieved as neceſſary to Salvation. For this cannot be lookt 
upon as the only Explication, unleſs it can be ſhewo, 
that it is declared to be ſo in Scripture, and that this 
alone, neither more, nor leſs is to be believed as ne- 
ceflary to Salvation, which ſeems to be a Matter of no 
{mall difficulty. So that the believing Jeſus to be the 
Meſſiah, tho* we ſhould take in his Interpretation of 
it, if it was deſign'd for ſuch, does not ſeem of it ſelf 
to be ſufficient to make « Man « Chriſtian. 

But for the clearer Examination of this Aſſer- 
tion, we may conſider, frff, * That what might be 
ſufficient to denominate a Man a Believer, or a 
Chriſtian, during the aQtual Miniſtry of Chriſt, would 
not truly Entitle any one to 'that Charater now, 
or during the Miniſtry of the Apoſtles, after our Sa- 
viour's Aſcenſion, and that for this Reaſon ; becauſe 
we do not find from the whole Hiſtory of the Goſpels, 


that any of thoſe who believed on our Saviour, had a 


juſt Knowledge of him, or what was the true End of 


- bis coming into the World : Which I have alrcady ob- 


ſerv'd of his Diſciples, from that Queſtion of their's 
to our Saviour, Lord wilt thow at this time reſtore the 
K/jngdom to T{rael ? To which he does not give a dire 


Anſwer, but ſhews them cheir Ignorance, by telling 


them, 
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them, It is not for you to know the times and ſeaſons which 
the, Eather bath put in his awy, Romer, but ye ſpall receive 
Paver after that the Holy Ghoſt is come npon you, .ad. ye 
ſhall bs 'witneſſes unto me, both, in Jeruſalem; end in «ll 
fudea, 4nd in Samaria,. aud wratbe uttermoſt parts of the 
Earth, From whence it 1s.natural-to infer, that the 
Apoſtles, had not yet attained to that. glear Knowledge: 
of Him, 'and the Deſiga of his Comiag, : which it was 
neceſſary they ſhould be endued with. : And if the A- 
poltles had not arrived to. that fullneſs of Faith, who- 
had been with him from the beginning, it is ablurd ta; 
imagine, That any others who had beheved on Him, 
could have entertain'd any clearer, or mare diſtin No- 
tions of Him. So that:-we cannot form any ad<quate 
Rule of Faith from what is deliver'd in the Goſpels 
concerning the. believing Jeſus to be the Meſſiah, fince 
the juſt Meaning: of that Propoſition was. not then 
underſtood. | wi | 
.- Nor will it alter the Caſe by ſaying, FThat thoſe who 
died rhen in that Faith, were undoubtedly ſaved ; for 
that would be no more an Argument than the proving, 
that becauſe a Jew was faved before Chriſt's: Coming 
into. the World, by Vertue of Chriſt's Mediation, in 
the Obſervance of, the. Moſaick Law, he might be 
equally:capable of Salvation now, 1a the Profeſſion of 
that Religion. For we are to direct our Faith and Pra- 
Qice according te the moſt full and clear Revelation of 
God's Will,: and to:believe that to. be neceſſary ta. Sal- 
vation, Which, appears. from the full Extent of Reve- 
latiot) to be requir'd in;order ta it. For that Rule. of. 
Qur Bleſſed-Saviaur will always bold:: That where much 
given, or much Revealed, there is. al/a much.required 
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Tf: cherefore” the Diſciples did not then fully know, 
- what is hnecefiaty for a Chriſtian now to believe, as tis 
very evident they did not, it will neceſſarily follow, 
that the bare' believing Jeſus to be the Meſſiah, is 
nor ſufficient, or all that 'is neceffary to Satvation, or 
even to make a Man a Believer, or a Chriftian. For 
the Diſciples did already” belizve"that - Jeſus was the 
'Meſſiah, as is granted in the Re4ſopablenefi of Chriſtia- 
zity, but did not nnderſtand how far his Mediation ex- 
tended, or what he muſt do in order to become our Me- 
diator. And this I ſhall prove from our Author's own 
Conceſſion, to be an Argument of no fmall Force. For 
If all that was neceſfary to Salvation, or to denominate 
Men truly Chriſtians, was the bare believing Jeſus to 
be che Meſſiah, why ſhould our Saviour promiſe the 
Miſſion of the Holy Ghoſt, to inſtrudt them farther 
in what they onght to-believe concerning him, as in 
Foh. 16. 12: I have yet many things to ſay unto you, but 
ye cannot hear them now, howveit when he the Spirit of Truth 
75 come, he will guide you into all Truth. For he ſhall receive 
of mine, and ſhall (hew it unto you. And at the 25 Ver. 
Theſe things have 1 ſpoken nntoy0u in Proverbs, the time 
comerh when 1 ſhall no more ſpeak wtto you in Proverbs, or 
Parables, bat ſball ſhew you plainly of the Father. Now 
ro what End was all this? Was it not to teach them 
more'ctearly ſomething that concern'd their Faith and 
Knowledge ? But this, according tov our Author, could 
not be; for they h4d already believed he was the Meffiuh ; 
and if thar was all that was'neceffary, why ſhould they 
need any other -Inſtru&ion ? Since our Bleſſed Saviour 
had already given God Thanks in one of his laſt Pray- 


ers, that they had' alrerdy believed that God did: fend him. ſoh. 17. 


| Thave given unto them the Words whith thou gaveſt me, and 18. 
| L 2 they 
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they have received them, and they. have believed that thou 
didft. [end me, 1. e. By our Author's own Interpretation, 
in effet that he was the Meſſiab promiſed 4ni ſent by God, 
And. ia. the 25 ver. ſpeaking-of his; Diſciples, he ſays, 
They already know that thou diaſt ſeud me,.1. e.' Are aſſured 
that I am the Meſſiah. Naw it they firmly believed all 
this already, according to. our Author, and this was 
all required of them to be believed, to what End was 
the Holy Spirit to be Sven them, to inſtru chem more 
fully in the” Belief 0 

particularly of his Dignity and Office ? 

For the Coming of the Holy Ghoſt could not be 
only to endue them with the Power of working Mi- 
racles, which were only to be made uſe of for the Con- 
verting of others. Nor will that come up to the ſence 
of our Saviour's Words, that he ſhould guide them into all 
Truth ; fo that if they muſt be allowed to have any 
—_— , - them, they muſt relate to thoſe. larger de- 
grees of Underſtanding and Knowledge, concerning 
the Myſtery of Chrift, which ſhould be infuſed into the 
Apoſtles, by the Holy Ghoſt. 

But it may be urged,. that the Apoſtles after they 
had-eccived the Holy Ghoſt, made no other Conditions 
of Faith in Chriſt, than that he was the Meffiah, as 
our Author iaſtances in St. Peter's Sermon to Corxel/ins, 
that whoſoever believeth on him ſhould receive remiſſion of 
Sins. But will our Author aſſert that this implies no 
more than rhe bare believing him to be the. Meſ/i44, 
without knowing what is meant by the Word.? Does it 
not allo in the ſame | + iatimate, that he by Ver- 
tue of his Digaity and Office, had Power to forgive Sins, 
which none can do but God alone? And thus in the 36 ver. 


that this Mefltah was Lord of «ll, i.e. Was over all God 
bleſſed 


Him, or to inform them more 
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bleſſed for ever. ' All which, as they are implied in the 
Sermon- of Sr. Peter, ſo they there ſeem neceſſarily 
required to be believed 1n order to Baptifm, and con- 
{equenely to Salvation. And we cannot befides ima- 
gine, thar the Apoſtle would ſo far impoſe upon Men, 
as to oblige them to believe what they knew nothing 
of, or to build their Faith upon Words withour Mean- 
ing : Which we muſt ſuppoſe them to do, if they 
made the bare believing Jeſus to be the Meiah, to be 
all that was neceſſary, without explaining what they 
meant by Mcfiah, how he was our Meffiah, or what he 
mult be, eicher God, Man, or both, that he might be 
capacitated to be the Meſſiah. 

And therefore we are to -underſtand by believing 
TFeſus to be the Meſſiah, in this and almolt all other 
places, the full Extent and Meaning of thoſe Words, 
. as they are explain'd by this, and other Apoſtles in all 
*parts of Scripture : Which were all of them Inſpired 

by the ſame Holy Ghoſt, and therefore mult all have 
the ſame Meaning, unleſs the Holy Spirit ditated dit- 
ferent or contradictory kinds of DoQtrine, which would 
be too impious to aſſert. And therefore the believing 
Jeſus to be the Meſſiah, as it is now requir'd for a Fun- 
damental of our Faith, muſt comprehend the full Sence 
that is given of it in Scripture ;. unleſs we can prove, that. 


there was not the ſame Inſpiration, and conlequently® 


not the ſame Reaſon for our Faith. 
Nor does the believing Feſus to be the Meffiah appear 
to be all that is neceſſary ro make a Man a Chriſtian, 


from that place. of the As where the Exnuch is men-- 


tioned to have been Baptized, upon that Confeſſion of 
his Faith to Philip, I believe that Feſms Chriſt. is the Son 
of God, AR. 8.37. For though here is no more ſer 


down, 
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down, yet oo doubt there. is more/implied. For we 
have none of the - DoQtrines recorded, that Philip 
Preacht to him, but that he inſtructed himin the Chri- 
(onn-Refigion, from that Chapter of 7/aiah, which is 
a Propheſy of the Sacrifice of Chriſt,, and that he was 
to'Die for our'Sins ; which DoQtrines, as wy muſt be 
part of what Philip taught, ſo -no-doubt they were 
requir.'d as abfalutely neceſſary to be believed; and 
beſides, fince Philip Baptized' him , no queſtion but 
he did it in that Form which Chri{t himſelf enjoin'd, 
In the Name of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and then it 
will follow, that the Belief and Confeſſion of the Three 
Perſons was required. For where the Form of Baptiſm 
is not mention'd, we ought to underſtand it to be the 
fame which was Inſtitured and Commanded by Chriſt 
himſelf, and which was obſerv'd by the Primitive 
Church; - 
But Secondly, I ſhall ſhew that the Goſpels and As 
are aagavs: oppoſite to our Author's Scheme of Do- 
Qrine, and do require much more to be believed con- 
cerning our Sayiour, than -barely that he was the 
Meſſiah. As firſt, It is plainly laid down in thoſe Holy 
Writings that he was God ; nay, his Divinity is ſo plain- 
ly aſſerted by St. John, in the firſt Chapter of his Go- 
{pel,” that it ſeems almoſt impoſſible for Words to ex- 
preſs it more clearly.: In the beginning was the word, and 
the word was God, &c. Now it is moſt certain, as has 
been already obſerved, that by aiys, both in Jewiſh 
and Heathen Writers was meant a Divine Perſon, and 
was much uſed by the P/atoniſts rhar liv'd in this A- 
poſtle's Time; and that the moſt Learned amongſt the 
Jews, did'appropriate* thar Title ro their exp<Qed 
Meſſiah; as well as they believed he ſhould be Goa. 
—— 50 
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So that this may be a very good Reaſon for our'Savi- 
our, *and his Apoſtles'requiring no more to be believed 
in their Preachings amongſt -the Jews, than that Jeſus 
was the Mefrah, ſince if they once firmly believed thar, 
they muſt neceſſarily believe him alfo to be God. And 
this is aMfo evident from the Jews never objefting 1do- 
latry at the firſt to the Chriftans, ' upon ſuppoſition that 
he was the Mefliah, whom they Worſhiped ; - which 
certainly they would have done, had they not expeCt- 
ed their Meſſiah ſhonld-be God : Which is an Argu- 


ment manag'd with ſuch Strength and Judgment, 'in 


a late Diſcourſe, by a Learned Prelate of our Church, 
that it may ſeem of ir ſelf ſufficient ro ſilence all Op- 
polition, except that of Malice, that can be made a- 
eainft it, or againſt the Divinity of Chriſt. 

Indeed Trypho the Jew, in his Diſpute with * 7aftin 
Martyr, aſſerts, that the Jews did not expe@ rheir 
Meſliah to be God, but only 42:7 if drlgomwr, 2s he 
expreſſcth it ; but that he does for here fpeak the rrue 
fence'of the Jews, who lived before him, is evident 
from what + Exſebins declares, that the Jews had the 
ſame Opinion'with the Chriſtians, concerning Chriſt's 
Divinity, till tRey changed ir in dire Oppofirioni' to 
the Chriſtians : Which gives us & very 7 gens account of 
the Reaſon why Trypho, and the reſt Of the Jews fell 
from their Notion concerning the Diviniry of their 
expected MeſTah,; the Chriſtians having gain'd (great 
Advantages over them , from the Opinions of the 
ancient Rabbins about it. And therefore' we. may beſt 
| judge of rhe Opinions of the Jews concerning the Di- 
vinity of the Meſſiah, from thoſe who lived before our 
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Saviour, ſince the latter ow have differed very much 
from them. And this is plain from cheir different Inter- 
pretation of the ſecond -Pſa/m : For + One of them 
ingenioully confeſſes, © That all theif Doftors had ex- 
66 it of the Meſſiah, whicly he allows to be a 
* clear. Explication of it ; but however that it would 
* be more to the Purpoſe for them now to underſtand 
& it, as ſpoken by Devid of himſelf. And * another of 
them allo acknowledges, © That this P/a/m was con- 
« ſtantly interpreted by their Dofors, to lignify' the 
« King Meſſiah, but that they might- be moſh ab 'to 
«deal with the Hereticks, by which he $s the 
« Chriſtians, it would be more convenient to inter- 
< pret it of Devid himſelf. | 
Which is a very fair Confeſſion why they difſent- 
ed from the Opinions and Interpretations of their An- 
celtors; becauſe they might more ſtrongly oppoſe the 
cy 


Chriſtians, For- if e ould admit thoſe 1nterpre- 
tations of their anciens Doftors, to ſpeak the genuine 
ſence of Scripture, they ſhould give roo great Advan- 
tages to the Chriſtians, who by this Means (as Dr. 
Pococke * hath obſerved) © Would be ſupply'd with-Ar- 
© guments, to prove Chriſt the Son of God, and- conſe- 
* quently conſubſtantial with. God the Father., - And'if 
this one P/a/Mhe granted to relate ro Chriſt alone (as 
indeed it is almoſt impoſlible- 40 wreſt1it t0+20y- other 
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+ R. David. ſun qui int kr Pſalmum iftum te Gog & 
Magog, eftque Meſſiah Rex Miſes, atque ita f ſuerunt Do- 
Fores noſtri. wt Pſalmns hoc modo exflicatins perſpiouns, at vere 
pines dixifſe ipſum Davidem de ſcrpſo 'nt3 4 vobis expoſirnm, 
Not. Miſcel. 5» Maimon. 'C.-8. p. 314. . .* Doflores neſtri ex- 
poſuernnmt [hujus Pſalms] ſignificatum de Rege i Meſſiah, at prout 
ſongt, & ut reſpondeatur. Meneis, fon Heraticis expedit 'intepretars 
ipſum de ipſo Davide R. Salamo Jarchi, p. 3 15. * Ib. _— 
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Sence) we cannot but acknowledge him to be G OD, 
begotten of his Father before all Worlds. 

There are alſo ſeveral other places in Scripture, 
which are always applied by the Ancient Jewiſh In- 
terpreters to our * Saviour, which ſufficiently ſhew, 
that they believed- he ſhould be G OD: As P/ad. 45. 
Thy Throne O God is for ever and ever. And Iſa. 25. 9. 
And in that day it ſhall be ſaid, Lo this js our God. With 
ſeveral other places of the like nature, which being 
conſtantly interpreted of our Saviour, by the Chaladee 
Paraphraft, and all the Ancient Jewiſh Interpreters, do 
evidently demonſtrate, that they believed their Meſſiah 
ſhould be G OD, notwithſtanding the Oppoſition made 
againſt it by the latter Jews. | 

But laſt of all, that the Jews did expeQ their Meſſiah 
ſhould be G OD, is I think very plain, from their ob- 
. jefting Blaſphemy to our Saviour, when he acknow- 

Jedg'd himſelf to be the Son of God, when the High- 
Prieſt adjur'd him to tell him, whether he was fo, or 
not. For they could never have accus'd him of Blaſ- 
phemy, for ſaying he was the Son of God, if they 
underſtood no more by that Expreſſion, than being the 
Meſſiah, and if they expeCted their Meſſiah ſhould be 
no more than a meer Man. w 
' . And it was for this Reaſon, according to | Mr. Selden, 
that they accus'd him of Blafpbemy, tor ſaying he was 
the Son of God, becauſe they fo underftood the ate, 
or the Word of God by that Expreſſion, that for any 
one to make himſelf the Soh of God in that Notion, 
was nothing leſs than to profeſs himſelf truly G OD, 

, * Yoda Net. in Orot. de Veritat. Relig. Chriſt, Z. 5. Set? 21. 
f Dc Jure Natyrali & Gentjum, L. 3. c. 12. = 
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which if he was not, he was guilty of the higheſt Blaf- 
phemy. And to prove this-ro .be the..true Meaning of 
that Expreſſion, he cites the Hebrew Commentaries, 
and. Phils Judeus, who have commonly uſed the Son of 


God, to heaify G OD himſelf. 


. From all which it appears, that the moſt Learned 
among(t the Jews, before, and at the Coming of our 
Saviour, did expe their Meſſiah to be GOD. And 
that if they did objec Idolatry to the Chriſtians, akter- 
wards, upon ſyppolition that Jeſus was the,'Meſſiab, 
yet that they. differed very widely from, the ancient 
Opinion of the Jews. | 19h) 5, 

And this Notion of our Saviour's beimg G OD, 
ſeems to be the firſt that his Diſciples had concerning 
him. -For they had no. juſt Apprehenſions of the true 
Deſign of his Coming into the World, or. of his Death 
and Paſſion, and he endien of Sins. he thereby ob- 
tain'd, till they. had received the Holy Ghoſt, Yet they 
before that time certainly believed him to be G OD, as 
is moſt evident from the frequent Atts of Divine Wor- 
ſhip which they then paid him, and from that. Ex(ta- 
tical Exclamation of the Apoltle St. Thomes,. My-Lord, 
end my God. As tho* this Knowledge of kyn -was.,on 
purpoſe then &veal'd to them, to prevent. all Diſputes 
that might hereafter pofſibly,ariſe cogcerning his;Di- 
vinity. Since it is not tqghe fuppoſed, chat if he was 
not what they -really- þgljgvec _ ruly-and 
eſſentially 'G O-D, bue chag- he himſelf, would, haye un. 
deceiv'd, and Be 7 fallatg -into.ſuch dange- 
ous Miltakes, as muſt neceſſarily produce endleſs Di- 


ftraQions in the Church, and bring groſs Idolatry: into 


Pos. which has beer always forbid under ehe ſe- 
verelt Penalty. -And we tver-find, chit wy pat of 
= lvine 
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Divine m_—_ was ever allowed to be paid cither to 
Meb, or Angels, as may be ſeen by the Example of Sr. 
Peter, and the Angel in the Revelations. + 

And as the Divine Titles and Adorations which 


.were particularly direQtcd to our Saviour, by his A+ 


poſtles and others, which he never rebuked them fgr, 
are a Demonſtration of his Divinity - {o;alſo bis own 
Commiſhon; which he. inveſted his Diſciples with im- 
mediately before his Aſcenſion: Go ye therefore and teach 
all Nations, Baptizing them in the Name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, is a ſtrong Evidence,that 
he nor only permitted, but required Divine Worſhip 
ſhould be paid to him, ſince it is all Men's Duty to 
Worſhip him, in whoſe Name they are Baptized, and 
that he thought it no Robbery to make himſelf equal with 
GOD. 

But if it be urged, (as a late * Socinian Author has 
objeted againſt the Sence of this Text) that the A- 
poſtles did not always obſerve this Command in their 
Baptizing Chriſtians, but only made uſe of the Name 
of Jeſus, without mentioning either Father, or Holy 
Ghoſt, (which however was always ſuppoſed, if not 
mentioned in the Form, tho* the Author of the 4s 
does not. take notice of it, becauſe. his chief Buſineſs 
was to trace the Progreſs of Chriſtiaffity in its firſt 
Propagation, and to ſhew that none could be Chriſti- 
ans, or capable of Salvation, but who were Baptized 
into the Name of: Chriſt) yet this will not invalidate 
the Argument, but much rather confirm it, ſince none 
could be admitted for Members of the Church, with- 
out the Conditions of acknowledging Chriſt for their 


Re ObjeBions ag ainſt Mr. Edwards's Cauſes of Atheiſm. 
M 2 Lord 
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Lord and Saviour, | by a conſtant - Obedience to his 
Laws, and by 'continual Ats of 'Devotion'and Adora- 
tion to him : Which ſufficieatly eſtabliſh'the Divinity 
of our Saviour. - For if paying Divine Worſhip to/bim 
may be juſtified, without acknowledging him to be 
G OD, there can be no good Reaſan allign'd why any 
Man ſhould be Condeman'd for the Tavocation of Saints 
and Angels. For if Chriſt be not GOD, he is a Crea- 
rure, for there is no Medium betwixt them, and there- 
fore to pers ſuch a Oae, is direQly contrary both 
fo Natural and Reveal'd Religion ; and could hardly, 
I think, be juſtifled by an abſolute Command of God ; 
for it is giving his Glory to another. And belides, 
Creature-Worſhip is fully oppofite and contradictory to 
Natural Reaſon. For Adoration neceſſarily ſuppoſes 
Omaipreſence, which is an incommunicable Attribute 


of God hicaſelf. And fince there may be Ten Thouſand 


Petitions offered up at once in ſo many different places, 
ic is impoſſible he ſhould be acquainted with them, 
unleſs he be both Omaipreſent and Omaniſcient ; the 
one to be preſent to all Petitions, and by the other to 
fearch into the ſeoret AﬀeRions of Men. 

Whether rhe preſent Unitarian Writers will allow 
Divine Honours to be paid to our Saviour, or not, is 
not very materkkl z chis every one muſt be convinc'd of, 
that the Adoration of "Chriſt is as much meation'd in 
the Hiſtory of the Goſpe/r, and as much enjoin'd in 
thoſe, and other es of Scripture, as any other Do- 
arine whatever. So that it would be much more con- 
venient for them, to rejeR all Revelation in general, 
than to cut off all thoſe parts of it, that are diſagreea- 
bte'to their Hypotheſis. For to own, a Revelation, and 
at the ſatite time co disbelieve what is therein Gtarly 

No | Co 
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deliver'd, is ſuch: a ContradiQtion as, I am afraid, their 
Reaſon can hardly reconcile. But ſince in ſome of their 
Pamphlets: they /haye denied Omaipreſence and Om- 
ni{cience to Almighty God,. and ſo have left us at a loſs 
for a God Infinitely..Pertect, they may with the ſame 
Afurance call in queſtion cither the Truth, or Autho« 
rity of his Revelation. met . | 
But ſeeing the Author of the Reaſonsblenefi of Chri- 
ſtianity does believe all that is contain'd in the Goſpels 
and 'Ac#Fs, I ſhall endeavour to convince him by one 
Text more, for the Proof of Chrilt's Divinity, and 
conſequently for the neceſſity of believing more con- 
cerning him, than barely that he was 'the Mefliah, 
from the Example and Expreſſions of the firſt Martyr 
St. Stephen, who ſuffered ſome Years before any of the 
Goſpels or Epiſtles were written, and therefore his Au- 
thority nh 5; to carry very great Weight along with 
it, fince ſuch an Example {ſecins to be of as great Force 
and Obligation, as a Policive Command. For as he 
was full of the Holy Ghoſt, and ſaw the Glory of God, 
and the Heavens opened, whilſt yer in the Body, fo 
his Dying Words are upon that account more. particu- 
larly remarkable : And they ſtoned Stephen; calling upon 
God, and ſaying, Lord Feſus receive my Spirit ; And he 
kneeled down and cried with a loud voice, Lord lay not this 
fan to their charge, At. 7. 59, 6os. In which Words thele 
Two things are yery. conſiderable : Firſt, The Diviac 
Honours here paid to-our Savioar, wherein, af Chritt 
be not GOD, he: was guilty of idolatry... Secozaly, The 
Expreons contain'd in his Petition, which are almott 
the very (fame; which our Bleſled Saviour had before 
made the ſubje&: of his laft Petition xo God: the Fa- 
thery. at his. Paſſion upon the Crols.: Farther: inro. ry 


hand: 
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hands I commend my Spirit. And as before in-the 34 wer. 


Father forgive them, for they know not what they do. Both 
which are, as to the Matter, the ſame with thoſe Sr. 
Stephen ofter'd up to our Bleſſed Saviour, and attribute 
the ſame Honour, and in almoſt the very ſame Words, 


- which Chriſt in his Humane Nature gave to God the 


Father. From whence we may conclude, that either 
both, or that neither was God. | : 

I might bring innumerable Inſtances from Scripture, 
to prove the necellity of believing Chriſt's Divinity, as 


where the Creation of all things is attributed to-him, 


and other things that declare his Divine Power and 
Authority. But theſe few I have made uſe of, are as 
ſufficient as Ten Thouſand, where Men are reſolv'd to 
believe according to the Evidence of Things. Now 
the Queſtion is not, Whether Chriſt's Divinity is to be 


comprehended by our Reaſon, but. whether it is not 


atteſted by Revelation. And if rhis be made out be- 
yond all poſſibility of being denied, all the Arguments 
that can be drawn from Humane Reaſon will prove 
much too weak to overthrow it; unleſs we can prove, 
that there is more Truth and Certainty in Man's Rea- 
{on, than in the Teſtimony of God. 3 bd 
And thus have I ſhewn from thoſe places of Scripture 
which the Author. of the Regſonableneff of Chriſtianity 
does admit of, that there is ſomething more to be be- 
lieved concerning our Bleſſed Saviour, than that he was 
the Meſfizh. , And that thoſe places which I have men- 
tion'd, are dire& Proofs 0b Chriſt's Divinity in the moſt 
plain and natural Sence'oft. the Words, ſuch as they 
were deſign'd to have in the Mouths of the Speaker, is what 
the meaneſt Capacity. will eafily: apprehend. |; 
. But it may be. ſaid, that Chriſt's Divinity. being 
a .,Y alert» 
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aſſerted in Scripture, does not make it an Article of 
Faich, or neccllary to be believed to Salvation, or to 
make a Man a Chriſtian, unleſs it was there ſo declared, 
any more than ſeveral other parts of Holy Writ ; 
which indeed we acknowledge tobe true, but yet are 
of. no Concern ta-us. In anſwer tq this it may be que- 
ftion'd in the ficlt place, whether the Scriptyre's allert- 
ing him to be God, does not make it neceſſary to be- 
lieve him to be (o, as well as we are to believe expli- 
citely that God Created all things, though it 15 not 
mentioned as an Article neceſlary to be believed to Sal- 
vation -1n Scripture. But as we arc v9bliged to know 
who was the Author of our Being, ſo allo mult it be 
equally a Crime not to know clearly, who and what 
he was, that could be the Author of our Salvation. 

But Seconaly, Ihe Deſign of the Scripture's men- 
tioning him lo often with the CharaQters and Tulcs 
of God, make it. neceſſary for us ro believe him to be 
ſo. For to what; End thould Sr. 7ohn ſo much contend 
for his being God, 1n oppoſition to thoſe who denied his 
Diviaity, if yet every Man might be at his liberty ro 
believe as he pleaſed concerning him ? For there could 
be no reaſon, for the defending his Divinity, with ſa 
much Care and Concern, if it was not abſolutely ne- 
cellary ro be belicycd to make a Man a Chriſtian, or it 
there was no danger 4n believing him to be only Man, 
In like manner, the Dgfign, of: the, Aythor of the E- 
piſtle to the Hebrews, ain largely the Divinity 


of Chriſt, by reaſon of the wpogg Opinions that ſome 
Mea had concerning him, makes it neceflary for us to 
entertain true Notions congerniag his Divinity. And 
this neceſſity of beligving:Chyilt. to: be: Gog, even to 
make a Man a Chriſtian, will alſo appear -trom Sr. 


Paul's 


88 


What we are to Believe 

Paul's reaſoning in his Epiſtle to the Colo)rahs, where 
he tells them, that all things were ereated by him, and 
that he is before all things, Chap. r, Ver, 136, 17. But 
chiefly in his ſecond Chapter, he adimoniſhes rhem! tb 
Beware left any man ſpoil thens throagh Philoſophy and vain 
Deceit,' after the Tradition of Men,” after the Rudiments 
of the World, and not after Chriſt LY in him dweleth all 
the fulne fs. of the Godbead bodily. The defign of' which 

Words ſeems plainly to be this; To caution them, left 
they” ſhould fall from their Faith concerning Chrif?s 
being G O D, through the deceitful Arguments of ſome 


fort of Men, wid might perſwade them, that it was 


irreconcifhble to Reaſon. For he did aſſure them, with 
all the Sincerity of a faithful Apoſtle of Chriſt, rhat 
the Godhead was really and ſubſtantially in him. And 
thereupon he enjoins them to believe it, if they would 
retain the Profeſſion of Chriſtianity. And it. this be 
allowed ro be the Force of the Apoftle's Reaſoning, as 
indeed it ſeems to be, it muſt be ſufficient to intorce 
the neceflity of believing Chrif ro be GOD, to make 
a Man a Chriſtian. : | 
* But again, as we cannot deny that we are obliged 
to believe Chriſt to be the So of God, becauſe it is re-. 
uired in ſeveral places of Scripture, and St. Fohs tells 
us, that his Goſpel was written for this End, that we 
ſhould believe Jeſus to be the Chriſt, and the Son of God; 
ſo we mult alſo confeſs him'to-be G'O D; becauſe; 'as i 
have already proved, his Divmity is underfipod by: that 
Expreflion, the ancient Fews' both” applying it to their 
expetcd Meſſiah, and alſo meaning a- Divine Perſon 
by it. All which ſeem as folly to require vs' to believe 
him to be GOD, if we would be Chriittzns,'as we are in 
other Paſſages enjoin'd to ackhowkedge hirh to be _ 
An 
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And Leftly, it is moſt evident that the explicice Be- 
lief of Chriſt's being Goa, is requir'd to make a Man 
a Chriſtian, from the Form of Baptiſm, at our Ad- 
miſſion into Chriſtianity, in the Name of Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoſt. Where an equal Belief in all is required, as 
being equally partakers of the ſame Divine Nature ; 
and we may as well ſay, that the Father's Divinity, as 
the Sop's, is not here fmplied. But this I have ſpoken 
to already. 

And here we may add, for a great Confirmation of 
this Truth of Chriſt's being God, that the Uayverſal 
Church, as may be gather'd from the moſt Primitive 
Writings, and the firſt General Councils, hath always 
aſlerted His Divinity, as being moſt undoubtedly cx- 
preſicd in Scripture. How comes it therefore to pals, 
that if the Belief of Chriſt's Divinity, was nor thought 
clearly Revcaled, and neceſlary to Salvation, all thoſe 
that oppoſed it from the firſt Ages of the Church, to 
this preſent time, have been Condemn'd and Cenſur'd 
for Hereticks ? * Not as though the ſence of the Catholick 
Church is pretended to be any infallible Rule of interpreting 
Scripture in all things which concern the Rule of Faith, 
But that it is a ſufficient Preſcription againſt any thing that 
can be alledged out of Scripture, that if it appear contrary to 
the ſence of the Catholick Church, from the beginning, it 
ought not to be looked upon as the true meaning of Scripture. 
So that if the denying Chriſt to be G OD, 1s contrary 
to the received Interpretation of Scripture in the Ca- 
tholick Church, and alfo inconſiſtent with the plain 
meaning of the Words, we muſt conclude, that either 
his Divinity muſt neceſſarily be believed, even to make 


* Vid. Biſhop S5lling fleet's Rational Ac. of the' Prot. Relig. 
N a Man 


39 


90 What we are to Believe 


a Man a Chriſtian, or that the Revelaripn- 1s.not to be 
regarded. : 

Bur Secondly, We mult allo believe the Incarnation of 
Chritt: For every Spirit that confeſſeth not that Jeſus 
Chrift is come in the fleſh, is not of God, 1 Ep- Joh. 4. 3- 
and therefore we mult acknowledge that he was Man 
as well as God, and that he was made like uwto his Brethren, 
that he might be a merciful and 4 faithful High-Prieſt, in 
things pertaining to God, to make reconciliation for the ſins 
of the people, Heb. 2. 17. And that this 1s part of the 
Myſtery of Godlineſs,, which is neceſſary to be believed 
by all Chriſtians, that God was manifeſt in the fleſh, 
1 Tim. 3.16, And that though he was zz the form of 
God, and thought it not Robbery to be equal with God, yet 
made he himſelf of no Reputation, and took upon him the 

( form of a Servant, and was made in the likeneſs of Men, 
and being found in faſhion as a Man, he humbled himſelf 
end became obedient unto Death, even the death of the Croſs, 
Phil. 2. 6,7, 8. All which plainly denote to us both his 
Divine and Humane Nature, which we mult believe. 
to be united in one Perſon. Agreeable to which are 
thoſe Words of St. Paul: Feed the Church of God, which 
he hath purchaſed with his own Blood, which could only be 

done py taking the Manhood into God. I need not mul- 
riply Texts to prove that' our Saviour was Man; this 

F ſuppoſe none of the Uniterians will diſpute. But 

rhe difficulty lies in this, that he was both God and 

Man ? Bur this alfo is very frequently and fully aſſert- 

ed in Scripture. Ft 

 ButThirdly, We muſt alto believe That he died for «s, 

and in our flead, to free us from the Wrath to come ; That his 

Death was 4 -propitiatory Sacrifice for us ; and That bis was 

the blood of the New Teſtament, as himſelf teſtifies er ir, 
which 
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which was ſhed for many for the remiſſion of ſins, Mat. 26.28. 
And that this is part of the Chrittian Faith, according 
to St. Paul, that he died for our Sins, as the Scriptures 
foretold of him. And for this End he ſaith, He was 
ordained a Preacher, to teſtify that Chriſt gave himſelf # 
ranſom for all, 1 Tim. 2.6, 7. But this I have infiited 
upon [o largely already, and ſhewn that this was the 
true Reaſon of his Death, from ſo many Inſtances it; 
Scripture, that I nced fay no more upon ir. It is (uffic;- 
ent to ſhew that this is neceſſary to be believed, fincc 
our Salvation depends on the Knowledge of the New 
Covenant, and the Conditions of it, and how far we 
are concern'd both in Faith and Practice. In ſhort, 25 
the Scripture hath aſſured us that Chriit was rhe Me- 
diator of the better Covenant, and that we mult bc- 
lieve in him ; ſo muſt our Belief of him be mealured 
by what 1s revealed concerning him. For Chriſt him- 
ſelf hath told us, That is Life Eternal to know the onty 
true God, and Jeſns Chriſt whom he hath ſent, i. e. Thc. 
_Knowledge of Chriſt is as much a Condition of Salva- 
tion, as that of God the Father. And the moſt certain 
Knowledge of both is to be drawn from Revelation. 

And therefore as we are obliged to believe concern- 
ing the Nature of God whatſoever the Scripture has 
revealed, fo alſo we mult believe of Chriſt, as the Scri- 
pture has made him known to us. So that the adequate 
Meaſure of our Faith in both muſt be taken from Scri- 
pture. For if upon a Suppofition of no Revelation, we 
muft believe all that of God, which Right Reaſon 
could diQtate to us, then certainly ſince we have a Reve- 
lation from God, and that Revelation has alſo obliged 
us to believe in Chriſt, in order to Salvation, we muft 
believe upon the hazard "_— Salvation every thing 

2 con- 
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concerning him, which is aſſerted by that Revelation: 
And as in the general Confeſſion of Faith, whea we 
fay, Wedelieve in God the Father, &c. we are to under- 
{tand all the other Attributes of God, which are made 
known to us either by Reaſon, or Revelation, as that 
he is Juſt, Good, Merciful, that he governs all things 
by his Providence ; or whatever elſe can be conceived 
in a Being infinitely Perfect; ſo when we ſay, We be- 
lieve in Feſus _ his only Son our Lord, we muit allo 
mean by it whatſoever elle we can find in Scripture, 
in reference to our clearer underſtanding that Article ; 
as that he is God and Man, our Kjng, Prophet and Prieſt ; © 
and what more the Scripture has comprehended under 
cach-of thoſe diſtin Offices. For believing in Chriſt, 
if it mean any thing, mult be interpreted of every thing 
thar Scripture has requir'd to be believed concerning 
him. So that this we may be certain is a Fundamental, 
that as Chriſt is the Author of our Salvation, ſo that 
Revelation is the juſt meaſure of our Belief in him; 
and that we mult not believe either more, or leſs of 
him, than we are warranted by Scripture. 

But it will probably be objeQed-to all this, that 
—_—_ it be granted, that there are ſ{eyeral Articles to 
be believed by thoſe who are throughly Chriſtians, yet 
there was no more required by our Saviour himſelf, or 
his Apoſtles, to make a Man 4 Chriſtian, or in order to 
his Admiſſioa into Chriſtianity, than the believing 
Jeſus to be the Meſſiah, and that this is all which the 
Author of the Reaſonableneſs of Chriſtianity contends 
or. | 
In anſwer to this it may be obſerved, jfirf, that the 
foremention'd Articles, as well as others that might be 


named, are of the ſame Nature with, that one dnnigle, 
1 ; / Q 
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of Beheving Feſws to be the Meſſiah, and are a Repe- 
tition of-ir in all its Branches ; for without the Kaow- 
ledge of them, the Nature of the New Covenant, and 
the Meaning of Jeſus being the Mef/iah, would be al- 
together Unintelligible. For which Reaſon they ſcem 
as necefary to be Believed, ro make a Man a Chriſtian, 
as that one Article : Since we cannot ſuppoſe, that Per- 
ſons ſhould be admitted into the Chrittian Faith, with- + 
our underſtanding the Meaning and Extent ar lealt of 
that one Article. 

But, ſecondly, there was more required even to make 
a Men a Chriſtian, than the Belict of Jeſs being the 
Meſſiah. For belides the Obligations thar all thoſe were 
under, who would be Chriſtians, to acknowledge him 
to be the Sox of Goa, which we have already proved to 
lignify more than his being the Me/iah; there was alſo 
required, by our Saviour himſelf, the Believing in Fa 
ther and Holy Ghoſt, or in the whole Trinity ; if it be 
granted, which cannot be deny'd, that all Chriſtians 
were obliged to Believe in thoſe in whoſe Names they 
were Baptized. For this was the Commandment which 
our Saviour gave his Diſciples, Thet they ſhould teach all 
Nations, Baptizing them in the Name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, i.e. They ſhould firit 
inſtruc them in whom they were to Believe, and chen 
Baprize them into that Faith. And it was upon the 
| Believing the ever Bleſſed Trinity, that Men were ad- 
mitted Members. of the Chriſtian Church, and upon 
the Denial of any part of that Faith, Church Commu- 
nion was refuſed and has been ſo down from the Apoltles 
time. If therefore Men could not be truly Chriſtians, 
without being Baptized into that Faith, and were not 
loaked upon as Chriſtians if they Degy'd it, thea cer- 
tainly 
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tainly it'muſt be confeſt, that there was more required 
even to make a Man a Chriſtian, in whatſbever Sence 
it 'be underitood, cither for the firſt Embracing that 


 Profeflion, or for the Continuance in it, than that Jeſus 


Act. 19. 
FN 


was the Meſſiah, or even the Sor off God ; the Faith in 
the other T'wo Perſons of the Bleſſed T7inity 'bEing allo 
indiſpenſably required in the very Initiatiowiinto the 
Chriſtian Profeſſion. | t on” 

But here the ObjeCtion will recur, that the foremen- 
tion'd Form was never made uſe of in the Baptizing of 
Chriſtians; and therefore that the Paith in Ghrilt was 
only required, his Name alone being mention'd 'in} the 
Form, as may be proved from ſeveral Inſtances in'the 
Ads. To this it may be anſwered, that it is certain, 
that the Form preſcribed by our Saviorr was uſed in 
Baptiſm, though the Name of Chriſt be only taken no- 
tice of. by the Author of the 4#s. And this is plain 
from St. Pax/'s Queſtion to thoſe who ſaid unto him, 
We have not ſo much as heard whether th:re be any Holy 
Ghoſt, Unto what then were ye Baptized? Which evi- 
dently ſhews, that they could not be Baptized into the 
Chriſtian Faith, without Believing in the Holy Ghoſt. 


- But yet after this when they were Baptized, there is no 


ver. L 


more ſet down, than that it was in the Name of the 
Lord Jeſus ; though it is very evident from St. Paul's 
Queſtian to them, that they could nbt be truly Bap- 
tized, or made Members of the Chriſtian Church, bur 
by Acknowledging and Belreving in the Holy Ghoſt. 
So that- we ought always to ſuppoſe, that when Men 
are only ſaid in Scripture to be Baptized in the Name of 
the Lord Jeſus, that it was in the Form enjoin'd by Him, 
In the Name of the Father, Son and Holy Gboff. And this 
we muſt either grant, or ſuppoſe, that the Apoſtles did 

not 
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not faithfully diſcharge the Truſt committed to them. 
And this is ſufficient ro ſhew, that there was more re- 
quired, and (till ought ro be, ro make a Man a Chri- 
{tian, than our Author's One Article. 

And thus have I vindicated the neceſſity of believing 
more of our Ever-bleſſed Saviour, than that he is the 
Meſſiah : IT ſhall now in the Jaſt place examine the 
Reaſonableneſs of this Author's Article of Faith, ſr 
down 1n the largeſt Terms in p. 3o1. in the Treatiſe 
it felf, and repeated in his Vindication, p. 28. which he 
fumms up in theſe Words, Believing Jeſus to be the S4- 
viour promiſed, and taking him now raiſed from the Dead, 
and conſtituted the Lord and Judge of Men, to be our Kjng 
and Ruler. And that by the All-merciful God's requiring no 


more as abſolutely neceſſary to be believed, he ſeems to have 


conſulted the Poor of this World, and the Bulk of Max- 
kind ; theſe are Articles that the labouring axd illiterate 
Man may comprehend. 

So that this he thinks to be the great Advantage of 
his One Article, above all other Schemes of Religion, 
T hat it is ſuited to vulgar Capacities, and the Comprehen- 
fron of illiterate Men. But for the clearer Fxamination of 
this, we may confider, firſt, that ſuppoſing God either 
had, or ſhould reveal any thing to Mankind, and make 
the Belief of it a Condition of Salvation, which the 
Reaſon of Man could not comprehend, and we had all 
the Evidence the thing was capable of, that the Reve- 
lation proceeded from God, would this Ixcomprehenſible- 
meſs of it be a ſufficient Plea for our rejeQting, ic? If 
it would, it muſt be Secauſe it would be unjuſt in God: 
to require any thing ſo reveal'd, as abſolutely neceſſary 
to be believed by us. But this can be no Injuſtice, ſince 
it 15 as caly for us to believe any thing upon the Teſtr- 
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mony of God, as upon the Evidence of our own Seglſes ; 
if we are fully perſwaded that God has all thoſe Per- 
feEtions, which are attributed to him, and that he can 
neither deceive, nor be deceived. Indeed if there are 
direct ContradiQtions in that Revelation, we ought to 
disbelieve them, z. e. We ought to reject the Revela- 
tion; but if weallow the Revelation, and are aſſured 
that it proceeds from God, it is in vain to ſay there are 
ContradiCQtions in it, for that is as impoſHble, as that 
God ſhould not be true. 

But Sccoradly, Why all this Concera for the 1lliterats 
and Men of weak Capacities, as though it would be ſo 
very Prejudicial to them, to be obliged to believe what 
they cannot comprehend ? For they do not ſcem to re- 
ceiveany Diſadvantage by it more than others. For if 
they are able to ſearch the Scriptures, they may know 
what they are obliged to believe, and may as cafily be- 
lieve as Men of greater Reaches, and ſtronger Reaſons. 
For the Mylteries of Religion which are incomprehen- 
ſible, are equally ſo to all. Indeed had God made a 
difference in the neceſſary Parts of Faith, between the 
Learned and Illiterate, and requir'd ſuch particular 
Articles to be believed to Salvation by all forts of Men, 
which only the Wiſeſt could underſtand, then the Poor 
of the World would have juſt Reaſon to complain. But 
ſince he has placed all Men on the ſame Level, and has 
requir'd no harder Terms of the one than the other, 
we have all the Reaſon in the World to admire his in- 
finite Wiſdom, in that he has reveal'd bimſelf as much 
to the Unlearn'd Bulk of Mankind, as to the Wiſe and 
Prudent. For he that reads may underltand, may know 
what God has made neceſſary to Salvation, tho'* he can 
uaderltand what he bclieves but in part. 
; Were 
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Were 'we to draw our Belief from a long Train of 
DeduCtions, and inferevery Article of Faith from ſome 
one'Principle, though there might be a Mathematical 
Certainty for the Truth of ſuch a Religion, yet the 
Men of great ſtrength of Judgment , - and Intenſe- 
neſs of Thought, could only reach the perfect Knows 
ledge of it, and the poor, 'labouring and, illiterate Man 
mutt then moſt unhappily periſh through his Ignorance. 
But as now it is, all parts of our Belicf are equally in- 
telligible by all; and what we cannot comprehend as 
to the Manner of it, we can believe to be true upon 
the Veracity of him that reveal'd 4t. So that how 
myſterious ſoever ſome things may be which are pro- 
poſed to our Faith, they are not more difficult to the 
weak, than thoſe of ſtronger Capacities. 


But there is yet inthe Third Place more to be ſaid in 


Defence of our common Faith, if we confider the Ex- 
tent and Limits of it: For though we are obliged to 
believe what in its own Nature is a My/tery, yet our 
; Faith does not require us to go into the wyſterions Parts 
of zt, that is, We have no Obligations upon us.to be- 
eve it as a Myſtery. &s for Inſtance: We are obliged 
to believe that the Three Divine Perſons in the Trinity 
are one 'G'O'D, but how they are One, or how Three, 
what is the adequate Meaning of their Perſonal Di- 
ſtinction, or how conliſtent wath their Unity, Reve- 
lation has not made neceſſary to be” believed. :And 
{o: as. to the Creation of the World, 'and the Fiypoſt atick 
Union of God-Man, we are to believe as Scripture has 
reveal'd ,but as tothe manner of them, by whar diſtin&t 
AQ of Omnipdtence God made the one;or how he united 
the -other, our Faith 4s' nor to determine; * And inthis 
Sence it-inay be:pranted, COLIN -_—_— be- 
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lieve farther than our Reaſon can-carry us;thar'mult 
derermine us how far, and: what we are to: Believe ; 
that is, It-mult decide what is required by Revelation 
to' be Believed, and what is to be the Extent of thar 
Belief..' For we are only enjoin'd to believe'Articles of 
Fair as they are: delivered in' Scripture, ; without any 
particular Explanations of 'the Modes how they may 
be conceived.' 'For though the Articles themſelves are 
neceſſary to be Believed to Salvation, yet any particular 
Explication of them is not; becauſe as we can have 
noJult Idea of them our ſelves, fo we have no certainty 
that any Bady elſe can have. : And therefore it is a meer 
Scandal caſt upon us, that we Believe we know not 
what ; for we have a perfeQ Uaderitanding of whar is 
required to be Believed, and the Grounds of our Belief 
are as cogent as any Evidence of Senſe. - For: it is as 
ealy to Believe what God has certainly Reveal'd, as 
what we can apprehend by our Senſes. We may 
without any great difficulty underſtand what we are to 
Beheve; but as to the Manner, or particular Modes of 
Exiſtence of thoſe things, which are required,go be Be- 


heved, as they are above our -Comprehenſions, ſo are 


they not made any Parts of our Faith. 

Bur, laſtly, Since our: Author is of Opinion, that it 
would be fo very Advantageous to Mankind in general, - 
to have only ſuch a Religion as is very eaſy to be under- 
ſtood by all 'forts of Men, 'we- ought to conſider how 
very Tatelligble his-Rule of: Faith is, -if. compared with 
thar: of: our-Church, and how Agreeable. bis One Ar- 
ticle is to. the Comprehenſion: of vulgar Capacities. 
For he that advances a new ,Scheme of- Faith ſhould 
take great care, that it may-not-Jabour under' any of 
thoſe:lmperfeQions, for which the other is _—_—_ 
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Now let us ſuppoſe with: our Author, that the be- 
lieving Jeſus to be the Meſſiah, the Saviour that was to come 


ento the World, to be alone neceſlary to Salvation ; and. 


let this be propoſed to an inquiſitive labouring Man, 
that would defire to know a Reaſon for his Faith. Now 
indeed he might acknowledge that this Propolition, 
Jeſus is the Meſſiah, is eaſy to be remembred, but not 
to eaſily underſtood. Ir is then very probable he would 
enquire What 15 meant by his bcing the Meſſiah. If we 
ſhould tell him, that he was the Saviour promiled ; 
the Queſtion would again recurr, What is meant by 
his being our Saviour, or how, or from what did he 
ſave us? If we ſhould ſay, that he was our Saviour 
by thoſe excellent Precepts which he taught, to reform 
Mankind ; this would not ſatisfy, becauſe we had 


molt of thoſe Precepts before, tho? not ſo fully explain'd ; 


and becauſe this is not conſiſtent with the general Sence 
of Scripture, which tells us that he was our Saviour 
by ſuffering for us, and in our ffead. If we ſhould reply, 
that he was indeed put to Death becauſe of our Sins, 
and that we ſhould by the Death of ſo innocent a Per- 
{on, learn to reform our Lives, and follow his DoQtrine. 
This would be yet more unintelligible ; for why 
ſhould God ſuffer an innocent Perſon to be put to Death, 
becauſe the reſt of Mankind were Sinners : This in- 
deed would be the only Means to encourage Men in 
their Impieties, - ſince there was no ſafety in a Religious 
Life; And this Reaſon would alſo prevent the ſucceſs 
of his DoQrine ; for if all his Deſign was to prevail with 
Mankind to receive his Doctrine, it would have been 
much more for his Advantage, to have faved himſelf by 
2. miraculous coming down from the Croſs ; for then 
there. is no queſtion but all Men would have believed 
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what he taught was from God, Since rhis would have 
beer x preater Evidence for the Trath of his Doftrine, 
than his Death conld poſſibly be. © ©» 
* But if we ſhould fay that he Died to gain us an Im 
mortality which we loft by Adam; yer this. would not put 
a ſtop to his Enquiry ; for if this was all he Died tor, 
what ſhould be the Meaning of thoſe places in Scripture 
where he' is faid to be made Six for us, to free us from 
the Wrath to come ? For the frequent Repetition of his 
ſuffering for our Sins, neceſſarily ſuppoſes that there 
was ſome ſevere Puniſhment due to them, which we 
ſhould otherwiſe have ſuffered. -Burif upon his farther 
Enquiry, why this one Article ſhould only be required 


neceſfarily to be believed, we ſhould inform him, that 


this is all that is required in the Goſpels and Atts of the 
Apoſtles,and that we are tiot-obliged to an explicite Belicf 
of any Doftrines delivered in other parts of the New 
Teſtament; yet this would never ſatisfy, becauſe as 
he would eaſily perceive the Fallity of rhe former, ſo 
it would be difficult to:convince him of the other, if he 
was perſwaded, that the Epifes had as great an Autho- 
rity ſtampt upon them, by being Divinely Inſpired, as 
any other parts of Scripture, and that the Apoltles had 
the ſame Commillſion from God, in the writing their 
Epiftles, as in afty other parts of their Miniſtry. 

nd, Laffly, If this Hliterate Man ſhould demand, 
Whether this Meffah is Man, or God ;' and whether we 
are not obliged 'to believe him to be God, 'becauſe Scri- 
pre has in divers places aſſerted his Divizity ; and 


 becaufe in the Form of Baptiſm by which we are made 


Chriſtians, He is repreſented as equal to God the Fa- 
ther ; if he ſhoald be anſwered, That if thole- places 
meant any thing, it muſt be ſome other $ence'than we 
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generally underſtand by them, or ar leaſt that they do 
not require an aCtual Belief of that DoQtrine to Salva- 
tion; or that 1t is not material what we believe our 
Saviour to be, ſo long as we acknowledge him to be 
the 34/iah ; yet this would run him (till into greater 
Perplexities, and make' him throw alide all in general, 
rather than take up with ſuch a Partial 'Religion. For 
whatſoever is irreconcilable with all the parts of Reve- 
lation, will never perſwade any Conſidering Man to 
Embrace it, that believes there is an Equal Authority 
from God for the whole. Such a Scheme of Faith which 
our Author has drawn up,l am afraid, will give go better 
Satisfaction to thoſe who are for ſearching the Scri- 
ptures, to ſee whether theſe things are ſo. 

The Holy Bible, eſpecially the New 'Tejt ament 1s not 
fo very large, but that the Knowledge of it, particularly 


IOL 


where our Salvation is concern'd, may be ealily attain'd - 


by the meancit Capacitics. Nor are there ſuch Intri- 
Ccacies 1n the Matters of Fazth, but that a willing Mind 
may ſee ſufficient Reaſon for aſſenting to them ; not 
becauſe he can comprehend the Depths of them, but 
becauſe he perceives it is his Duty to Believe them ; 
fince God, that cannot Lie,' has afſuredly Reveal'd 
rhem, and made them neceflary to be Believed in order 
to Salvation. And why may not Almighty Goa, that 
has contrived ſuch a Salvation for us, as our greateſt 
Wiſdom could never have diſcovered, oblige us to the 
Belief of ſome things, which our deepeſt Reaſons can- 
not now comprehend ? 

Indeed we might with very great Reaſon complain, 
if God had: laid a neceſſity upon us of clearly Under- 
ftanding whartoever he has required of us to Believe, 


I mean as to the Manner of it, becaulc he has not been 


pleaſed 
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pleaſed to explain the Manner : But fince all that ke 
has enjoin'd us, is only a firm Belief of whatſoever he 
has Reveal'd, we ought in all Humility ro ſubmic our 
ſelves to his Wiſdom, and wait for a fuller Intuition 
into thoſe Myſteries in the other World, which we muſt 
be 1gnorant of in this. And there is no Queſtion to 
be made, but that a great many Things are hid from 
our preſent Views, and which yer are required of us to: 
be Believed, on purpoſe to heighten our Deſires after 
thoſe higher Degrees of Knowledge, which are particu- 
larly reſerv'd for the next Life. | 

It ſeems indeed very plain, that we are under an Ob- 
ligation to make nothing more neceſſary ro be Believed, 
than what isclearly laid down in Scripture, or neceſſa- 
rily to be drawn from it. But this alſo is as certain, 
that we ought not to deny any.thing to be an Article 
of Faith, which the Scripture has made ſuch, eſpeci- 
ally if it be clearly delivered. For it is God's Word 
alone that muſt guide us in thoſe Caſes, and it is as 
dangerous to detract from it, as to add to ir. 


And thus I have Examined thoſe Parts of the Rea- 
ſonableneſs of Chriſtianity, which ſeem'd to me to be 
Erroneous ; as for thoſe that treat of the Neceſlity 
of Revelation, the Conditions of Repentance, Good 
Works, &c. they ſeem to carry an Air of Piety along 
with them, and to be writ with ſuch ftrength of Judg- 
ment, as my be ſuppos'd that the Author had thought 
more upon them, than upon any other: Parts of that 
Treatiſe. | 
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Hen theſe Papers were juſt coming Abroad, there 

appear'd a Sccond Vindication of the Reaſonab/e- 
neſs of Chriſtianity, &c. by the Author of it. I was 
under Apprehenſion, that ſome Arguments might be 
there propounded, which ought to be confider'd : But 
fincel find they are chiefly direQted againit Mr. Edwards 
Reflefions, which tho' I have not Read, I preſume are 
ditterent from theſe Obſervations, by the Paſſages 
cited from them, T did not think my ſelf concern'd ro 
examine them ; eſpecially ſince they required more 
Time than the Preſs would allow. 

If I have urged any Arguments that have been ma- 
nag'd already by Others, it is more than I knew. What 
I have mention'd of Mr. Hob!s was with no Deſign to 
polleſs the Reader with Prejudices againlit the Author: 
of the Reaſonablenefſ of Chriſtianity ; but only to ſhew, 
that the ſame DoQrine had been maintain'd before our 
Author appear'd for it: 'Tho' I don't believe he Bor-- 
row'd it from rhence, (ſince he hath declared the con- 
trary. If in that, or any thing elſc, I have fall'n 
upon the ſame Notion with the Ingenious Author of 
the Occaſional Paper, Numb. I. it is more than I did, 
or could deſign; ſince theſe Remarks were Drawn up 
long before that came Abroad. 
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P53 lin. 7. read in the Goſpels. p.14. /. 28. r. rejeft them. 
zb1a. I. 33. r. Inſpiration. p. 20. /. 5. del. it. p. 35. 1. 10. 
del. the. p. 44. in Not. r. commata. p. 62. /. 1. r. Crimina. 
P- 63. f. 12. for thoſe are r. that is. p. 69. /. 24. r. Apoltle. 


